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By  NICHOLAS  SNETHEN. 


I  speak  to  them  that  know  the  Lam,  Rom.  vii.  1. 

He  that  is  Jirst  in  his  own  cause,  secmeth  just;  but  his 
neighbour  comet h  andsearcheth  him,  Prov.  xyuu  17, 

Endeavouring  to  keep  the  unitj  of  the  Spirit  in  the 
bond  of  peace,  Eph.  iv.  3. 


Philadelphia:  printed  bt  s.  vr*  conkad. 

1802. 
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To  the  Friends  of  Bishop  Asbury,  and  the 
General  Conference  of  the  Methodist 
Episcopal  Church  : 

Hesfected  Brethren, 

TO  whofe  patronage  could  a  fubjec"l 
of  this  kind  be  fo  properly  committed  j  as  to  vours  \ 
whofe  unfltaken  attachment,  in  every  varying  fcene, 
prove  you  \o  be  friends  indeed  ?  The  difference  ot* 
your  intercfls,  your  modes  and  habits  of  life,  and  e- 
ven  prejudices,  by  education,  ferve  only  to  diiulay 
the  qenuincnefs  and  finccrtty  of  your  affecYion  as 
chriflians :  for  what  but  chriflinn  love  can  bring" 
men  of  different  nations,  avocations,  and  religious 
opinions,  into  the  fame  unvarying  and  conftant  uni- 
ty, and  friend  (hip  ? 

Many  of  you  know  what  was  old  mctbodifm,  and 
arc  competent  to  judge  what  changes,  if  any,  have 
taken  place  from  the  beginning  ;  and  1  am  perftia- 
ded  that  you  are  well  fatisfied  that  the  fame  fpiri; 
now  animates  the  body  ;  and  that  no  radical  altera- 
tions have  been  effected  in  the  great  principles  of  cur 
excellent  predrccflurs.  Many  of  you  have  had  the 
confidence  of  Mr.  Afbury,  and  mud  know,  if  he  has 
fwerved  in  any  menfurc  from  his  firli  profcllion. 

I  fpeak,  brethren,  with  the  greater  confidence  upon 
this  fubjeel,  as  I  know  that,  notwithstanding  your  dif- 
ferent interefh,  it  is  impofiible  for  you  all  to  be  blin- 
ded by  prejudice  :  for  your*  wifdom  and  difecrnmer.:, 
are  fufficicnt  to  enable  you  to  judge  in  this  matter  ; 
and  your  goodnefs  and  integrity,  will  not  fuffer  you 
to  pervert  the  truth. 

Union  of  affecYion,  appears  to  me  to  be  the 
grcatcu*  of  all  relative  ties  :  To  think  and  fpeak  alike, 
however defn  ablc,i3  nothing  in  comparifontothis.  We 
all  have  our  opinions  ;  mine  differ  from  thofcof  many 
of  my  friendi  ;  and  though  I  have  the  grcatefl  com- 


(  4  ) 


placency  and  confidence  in  my  favourite  notion.*,  yet 
I  cheerfully  oiferthcrs,  under  exilHng  circumflances, 
at  the  fnrine  of  brotherly  love  :  being  fully  pcrfuaded, 
that  for  any  one  to  differ  from  me  in  what  I  believe 
to  be  fcripturr.l,  involves  no  moral  guilt  ;  nay,  what 
is  more,  I  do  not  think  that  my  brethren  would  be 
purer  in  their  intentions,  and  more  dllpofed  to  do 
good,  if  they  fliould  think  exactly  as  I  do,  in  thofe 
points  where  we  differ, 

Senfible  that  men's  opinion;;  are  fcldom,  if  ever, 
formed  or  corrected  in  the  heat  of  controvercy  ;  and 
that  their  fentimcnts  and  characters  are  different 
thing?,  to  be  treated  in  adifTerrut  manner  ;  I  fo  cal- 
culated the  reply,  that  it  fliould  principally  fix  upon 
thefe  charges  in  the  apology,  which  involved  perfon- 
al  conferences  ;  and  only  touched  upon  the  fubjedl 
of  government,  fo  far  as  to  eflablifli  certain  princi- 
ples, on  which  to  difVufs  this  important  point.  When 
Mr.  04Keliy  has  fully  proved  all  the  charges  he  b:u 
allcdgcd  againft  the  hi/hop  and  conference,  and 
beaten  us  quite  out  of  this  field,  it  will  be  time  enough 
to  proceed  upon  government. 

My  confeience  does  not  accufc  me  of  any  inten» 
tion  or  defign  to  mifreprefent,  and  thereby  to  injure 
Mr.  O'Kelly's  character  ;  nor  do  I  believe  thatyo* 
t/ould  patronize  mc  in  fo  doing. 

In  brotherly  love, 

I  am,  Sec. 

NICHOLAS  SNETHEN. 


Baltimore,  April  25th,  1802. 


AN 

ANSWER,  &c 


SOME  pnTon*  appear  ftirprifed  tliat  one 
fhould  undertake  to  anlwcra  book,  and  not  know  the. 
author,  or  have  any  pcrfonal  knowledge  of  the  circum- 
ftanccs  in  detail.  The  following  fuppofitions,  may- 
help  them  to  perceive  the  propriety  of  an  inllance  cf 
this  kind:  Suppofe  u  hook  Ihould  he  written  upon  a. 
fubject  icLttivc  to  pcrlons  or  fa£ls,  and  the  author 
IhouUl  conceal  his  name  ;  and  that  fome  one  fliculd 
examine  into  the  proofs  of  the  relation,  and  finding 
that  the  account  was  incorrect,  Ihotild  publilh  a  re- 
futation upon  the  credibility  of  the  evidences  and  ar- 
jrmnrnu  he  had  collected  ;  would  it  be  proper  to  re- 
j-edl  the  publication,  or  to  invalidate  it,  becaufe  it 
night  be  written  agaiuft  a  book,  the  author  of  which 
had  concealed  his  name  ? 

Mtny  books  that  have  been  written  upon  contro- 
Tcrfal  TubjeclaL,  have  either  been  anonymous,  or  the 
attthori  have  been  Grangers  to  each  other.  Suppofe 
that  the  true  name  and  chara&er  of  u  ChrilUcola" 
could  not  have  been  difcovered  ;  muft  the  Apology 
have  remained  linanfwercd,  and  the  things  therein 
luTerted  pafled  for  correct  accounts  ?  The  difcovery 
of  the  true  author  was  no  ways  eficntial  to  the  reply,  and 
the  mention  of  his  proper,  inftead  of  his  fi&itious 
name  was  only  incidental.  The  merits  of  a  book 
and  the  true  (late  of  fadls  are  not  to  be  determined  by 
a. knowledge  of  the  name,  or  character  of  a  writer  ; 
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even  good  men  may  err.  Again,  funpofe  a  reply 
had  been  published  by  Mr.  Afbury,  or  any  intimate 
acquaintance  of  Mr.  O'Kelly  ;  the  public  mufk 
have  judged  of  the  arguments,  and  evidences  ufed 
to  refute  the  apology.  Was  not  the  compiler  as  ca- 
pable of  forming  a  judgment  of  them  in  manufcript 
as  in  print  ?  If  Mr.  Afbury  chafe  to  confide  in 
me  to  felect,  or  abridge,  a  number  of  accounts  and 
teftimonics,  it  cannot  difcrcdit  the  reply. 

Mr.  A/bury's  character  had  been  aCaultcd  before, 
upon  a  fimilar  occafiow,  and  he  found  friends  to  ftcp 
forth  in  his  defence.  In  the  prefent  cafe,  he  pre- 
pared an  anfwer  to  Mr.  O'Kelly  ;  but  his  friends  ad- 
vifed  him  to  leave  the  bufinefs  in  the  hands  of  hir 
fons  in  the  gofpel.  This  is  he,  Mr.  O'Kelly  fays  in 
his  preface,  "  Who  always  keeps  behind  the  fcreen.,r 
During  thofe  unhappy  divilions  which  rent  the  buforii 
of  the  fociety  in  Charlefton,  Mr.  Afbury  vilited  it 
annually  ;  and  he  has  not  fpent  lefs  than  one  twelfth 
of  his  time  in  Virginia,  fince  the  diviiion  by  Mr. 
O'Kelly.  The  reilof  his  time  he  has  indeed  been 
behind  the  fcrcen,  that  is,  out  of  light  of  the  focir- 
ties  in  Charjcfton,  and  Virginia.  But  what  has  he 
been  doing  behind  the  fcrecn  ?  How  did  he  fpend 
his  time  there  ?  One  might  follow  him  behind  the. 
fcrcen  to  the  banks  of  Kennebeck  in  the  call  ;  to  the 
borders  of  the  lakes  to  the  north  ;  over  the  Alle- 
ghany and  Cumberland  mountains  to  the  weft  ;  and 
over  the  Savannah  river  to  the  fouth.  Thefe  are 
the  fcreens  which  have  hidden  Mr.  Afbury  from  his. 
brethfcqi,  and  from  his  enemies  in  Virginia.  Mr.. 
O'Kelly  was  never  behind  thefc  fcreens  ;  He  knows 
not  what  has  been  done,  is  doing,  or  to  be  done 
there.  But  many  of  ourpreachers  know, that thebUhop 
has  more  to  do,  and  to  fuffer  there,  than  in  thofe  fct- 
tlemcnts  where  a  man  has  a  plentiful  table  everyday 
to  eat  at,  and  a  good  bed  every  night,  and  a  ceiled 
room  to  llecp  in.  If  Mr.  O'Kelly  wouldlcavchis.be- 
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loved  haunts  through  the  mid-lands  of  North-Caro- 
lina  and  Virginia,  and  take  one  round  behind  tbefs 
fcrcens  ;  if  he  would  travel  faint  and  *<e?.ry,  over  the 
rocks  of  the  north  and  the  hills  of  the  weft ;  if  he 
mould  have  to  encamp  a  few  nights  on  the  bare  ground, 
eoldand'wet,  at  Rich-land  creek,  the  Hazel-patch,  and 
Cumberland  river  ;  if  he  fhould  be  crouded  in  a  hut 
with  a  parcel  of  hunters,  and  promifcuous  travellers; 
I  think  lie  would  then  have  new  ideas,  and  be  able 
tocxpofe  methodift  cpifcopacy  in  a  much  jufL'r  lis  he 
than  lie  has  yet  done.  7  ~~~ 

Mr.  OKeily  gives  an  account  of  the  cnufes  which 
influenced  him  to  publifli  the  apology  ;  but  they  ap- 
pear to  me,  if  true*  to  be  quite  inl'ufficicnt  for  hit 
juftification.  "  Having  my  mind  (fnys  he)  unprvfTcd 
with  thefe  letters,  and  many  verbal  and  groundlefi 
reports"  S*.c.  A  punHliment  ought  to  bear  lornc  pro- 
portion to  an  oifence  ;  and  a  vindication  Ihould  be  ar.- 
fwerable  to  ao  accufation.    When  a  man  is  injured 
by  a  privr.tc  letter,  and  means  to  ftand  on  the  u  de- 
fenfive"  only,  it  U  fufneient  for  him  to  write  another 
private  letter  ;  and  fo  of  verbal  reports  ;  but  to  print 
an  anfwer  to  private  letters,  and  verbal  reports,  under 
the  pompous  title  of  an  Apology  fnr  protelting  againtt 
the  government  of  the  method ifb  epiicopacy  is  much 
more  than  flanding  on  the  "defenfive       nay,  it  is 
an  open  attack  upon  the  government  and  the  bifliop. 
Hundreds  and  thoufands  will  eventually  hear  Mr* 
O'Kelly's  charges  againft  Mr.  Aibury  and  the  gen- 
eral conference,  who,  if  he  habl  notpubliflicd  his  apo- 
logy, would  have  never  known  of  any  mifunderftand- 
ing  between  him  and  them.    Admitting  that  Mr. 
Aibury  did  write  in  a  private  letter,  "  faying"  "  If 
he  writes  any  thing  about  me,  it  fhall  be  the  worft 
days  work  he  ever  did  l"  which1  is  very  doubtful,  as 
Mr.  OKcliy  had  the  information  from  a  fecond  or 
third  hand,  not  to  mention  his  own  incorrectnefs.  If 
Mr.  Aibury"  wrote  to. a  correfpondent,"  he  wrote 
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no  doubt,  to  a  confidante  A  talc-bearer  revealeth  fe- 
crats.  AcLvn  i,  2 .  1  fay  thai  Mr.  CKelly's  in- 
formation was  correct,  about  tke  pa'Sage  in  a 
letter  to. a  correfpondent,  for  my  part  1  do  not 
think  them  "  great  fweiling  words,"  but  the  words  of 
truth  and  fobernefs :  1  ftriouily  think  thac  the  apolo- 
gy was  the  author's  worft  days  work,  and  that  it  had 
b*en  happy  for  him,  and  perhaps  hundreds  in  Virgi- 
nia, if  lie  had  never  mad«  it ;  but  this  is  matter  of  o- 
pinion  orily,  and  mufl  remain  in  a  great  mcafure  fe- 
cret  until'f/i-o/  daj :  then  it  Ihall  be  known  how  many 
have  perifhed,  for  lack  of  knowledge,  who  would  have 
heard  the  go i pel  of  their  f«?lvation,  had  not  their 
minds  been  prejudiced  aguinft  its  faithful  preachers 
by  Mr.  OlKeHy's  writings. 

As  for  Rcubrn  Ellis,  if  the  expreflions  which  are 
attributed  to  him  in  the  preface  are  as  incorrect  as  the 
character  there  given  him,  many  who  were  intimate- 
ly acquainted  with  him  wilt  give  them  to  the  wind? 
from  whence  they  came.  44  That  violent  epifcopali- 
an  ;M  nay,  this  was  not  the  character  of  Mr.  KHis, 
he  never  was  a  fon  of  violence,  but  flow  to  fpeak,  (low 
to  wrath,  a  man  of  great  fweetnefs  and  equanimity  of 
temper,  who  feldorn,  if  ever,  carried  any  thing  to 
extremes.  Jt  is  true  he  was  a  faithful  friend  to  the 
methodilt  epifcopat  church,  and  to  this  day  his  name 
13  precious  to  hundreds  of  her  members.   

Vindication  page  6.  <c  He  evades  it  entirely,  and 
never  anfwers  that  grand  que  (lion,  nor  ollcis  to  ex- 
plain or  defend  their  epifcopal  government*'— I  real- 
ly thought  that  I  had  not  only  attempted,  but  actu- 
ally written  many  things  both  to  explain,  and  defend 
the  epifcopal  government  againftMr.  O* Kelly's  mil- 
representations,  and  attempts  to  deflroy  it.  Ibid. 
"  So  fmall  a  contradiction  is  Hot  worthy  of  debate  : 
whoever  made  the  propofal,  the  report  in  fubftance  is 
true.  I  would  juft  obl'erve  that  3  times  5  is  15,  and 
5  times  Sis  the  fame"— 1.  have  a  Yery  imperfect 
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knowledge  of  fubftances,  and  of  Mathematiclcs,  If 
there  be  not  a  very  material  contradiction,  and  very 
worthy  of  debate,  in  the  confequencc  which  may  re- 
fnlt  from  it — "  So  fmall  a  contradiction"  in  fome  o- 
ther  inftanccs  will  determine  the  whole  "  debate" 
between  us.  It  never  was  pretended  that  every  tiling 
which  is  aflcrtcd  in  the  apology  was  falfc.  In  regard 
to  conferences,  and  fome  other  things,  as  to  the  cir- 
cumftancei  of  time  and  place,  he  may  be  right.  Mr. 
O'Kelly  had,  detailed  the  account  of  the  .Manikin., 
town  conference,  but  he  had  attributed  a  ^circum- 
ftance  to  himfelf  and  his  friends,  which  was  actually 
done  by  Mr.^Afbury.  I  am  inclined  to  hope  that  lib 
memery  failed  him.  The  cafe  was  thus  :  On  the 
morning  of  the  day  in  which,  he  fays,  Mr.  Aibury 
preached  his-.f.irewell  fermon,  he  (Mr.  Afoury)  made 
the  "  propoful"  in  the  evening,  Mr.  Dickens  havingprc- 
vioufly  conceded  the  point,  reduced  to  writing  the 
proportion,  to  obtain  the  confirm  of  the  conference 
next  morning. 

Yin...  page  7.  "  Here  Ideuy  the  election  ofDr.  Coke 
and  Francis  Afbury,  by  the  fuffrage  of  the  American 
conference.  Now  for  the  proof  I  appeal  to  their 
own  records" — But  do  thofe  records  fay  they  were 
not  elected  ?  If  not,  why  appeal  to  them  ?  The  el- 
ection of  the  bifhops  is  well  confidant  with  the  min- 
utes. The  conference  might  agree  to  acknowledge 
Mr.  VV eiley,  and  yet  elect  Dr  Coke  and  Mr.  Afbury  : 
Mr.  Wefley  might  ordain  Dr.  Coke,  and  direct  him 
to  ordain  Mr.  Afour/,  and  yet  they  might  be  elected ; 
there  is  no  contradiction,  in  all  this.  Make  the  moil 
of  our  "  own  records,"  and  the  "  notorious  fact ;"  and 
tbey  only  prove  that  the  Bifhops  had  the  ap- 
pointment and  approbation  of  M  Dear  Wefley." 
Vin.  page  8.  "Now  let  the  impartial  reader  j  udge  where 
truth  lies  and  do  me  juflicc" — Nay,  the  impartial  rea- 
der cannot  judge  right  without  bearing  both  fides  of 
tkc  oucflion.    But  Mr.  CKclly  fays,  page  7«  "  He 
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could  qualify  be  heard  no  talk  of  an  election  there" 
— Docs  he  mean  that  he  would  take  his  oath  upon 
the  holy  evsmgrlijta  of  Almighty  God,  that  Francis 
Afbury  was  not  elected  by  the*  fiuTrage  oi*  the  confer- 
ence,  held  in  Baltimore  in  1734  ?  0.:ths  arc  folenm 
things  I  When  Dr.  Coke  difclofcd  Mr.  Wefley's  in- 
tention that  Mr.  Afbury  Ihci.id  be  ordained,  he  re- 
filled to  accept  the  ordination  without  the  election 
of  the  preachers,  for  he  knew,  that  it  was  not  pro- 
pir  to  attempt  to  ferve  the  American  connection 
without  their  confent,  ?js  they  were  to  be  conftitutfd 
n  feparate  body,*  not  fubordinate  to  the  J3ritilh  con- 
nection.   To  obtain  the  election  of  the  fuperintend- 
ants  or  BiHiops  v.aa  a  fpecial  part  of  the  delicti  of 
calling  that  conference.    Dr.  Coke  in  his  fcrmon  at 
the  ordination  of  Mr.  Afbury,  fays  exprefsly,  in 
prefenec  of  the  members  of  tir.it  conference — .page  3, 
MWe  have  every  qualification  for  r.n  epifr.ona!  Church, 
which  Alexandria  polfeuvd  for  two  hundred  yruru. 
Our  IVt-flmps,  or  Stipeiiiitcn  lauu,  haxinv;  b«'en  elec- 
ted, or  received  by  the  ftiilVrages  of  the  V. hole  bony 
of  our  Minifters  through  the  continent,  affe;.ib!ed 
in  General  Conference."    And  in  the  Minutes  of  that 
Conference,  pare  11.  it  is  faid  in  a,  M.  B.  to  quelVi- 
on  26  th.  "  No  per  fen  {hall  be  ordained  a  Superintend- 
ent, without  the  confent  of  a  majority  of  the  Con- 
ference.0 In  addition  to  this  read  the  following  Tes- 
timony. Viz.  tl  We,  whofe  names  are  und -rfigned,  do 
teflify,  that  we  were  members  of  the  Conference  held 
in  Baltimore  in  the  year  of  our  Lord  171?  K  and  that 
the  method  of  deciding  all  queftions  in  laid  confer- 
ence was  by  voting,  and  that  Mr.  Afbury  was  elec* 
ted  as  is  alVtrtcd  in  the  Reply,  page  9,  by  an  unani- 
mous vote.'1 

Edward  Dromgoole,  Ira  Ellis,  William  Wattcrs, 
Lc  Roy  Cole,  John  Hagerty. 

Now  impartial  reader  if  Mr.  O'XelJy  has  nothing 


(  11  ) 


more  to  fay  in  his  own  "  vindication,"  you  may 
judge  where  the  truth  li*s  and  do  "  him  jufticc." 

Vin.  page  10.  " "Kc  undertakes  to  refute  a  charge 
againil  the  Bifhop,  when  it  has  no  appearance  of  a 
charge,  only  the  circumftance  was  mentioned  to 
keep  up  the  thread  of  my  hi  dory" — It  is  a  pity  that 
the  thread  of  a  hiftory  cannot  be  kept  up  without 
jniftakes,  and  errors.    But  ii  Mr.  OKolly  did  not 
delign  this  as  a  chargci  why  does  he  not  give  up  the 
cafe  ?    It  will  perhaps  appear  in  the  fcquel  very  much 
like  a  charge  both  in  the  apology,  and  the  vindica- 
tion.   The  Apology  fays  that  Mr.  Aibury  was  op- 
pofed  to  a  joint  fuperintendent  ;  The  Reply  fays  he 
was  not ;  And  the  vindication  alks,  page  9.  "  What 
is  the  difference"  ?  The  diiTerence  is  the  fame  as  it 
is  between  right  and  wrong,  or,  if  the  reader  will  al- 
low the  exprcflion,  between  truth  and  faliehood.  Dr. 
Coke  fays  that  Mr.  Aibury  acquie fed  in  the  appoint- 
ment, as  did  the  Charlellon  conference.  Mr.  Bruce 
fays  "  Mr.  Aibury  convinced  him  that  he  was  not 
oppofttd  to  the  appointment:"  Mr.  Whatcoat  fays 
Mr.  Aibury  was  hot  oppofed  to  his  being  joint  fuper- 
intendent with  himfelf :  fee  Reply  page  3  Sc  10.  But 
"  Francis"  it  feems  "  faid  but  little" — Oh,  that  he 
had  always  kept  fuch  a  watch  upon  the  door  of  his 
lips,  while  in  the  prefencc  of  Mr.  O'Kelly  and  meu 
of  his  difpofition.  Vin.  page  10.  **  In  the  ninth  verfe  I 
make  mention  of  the  origin  of  the  title  Bilhop,  at  a 
diflrict    conference  even    in.  17S7 — three  times 
four  and  four  times  three  is  all  the  difference  between 
the  report  and  the  reply"— If  the  reader  can  have  pa- 
tience he  may  try  the  queftion  by  the  rule  of  fimple 
multiplication  :  Apol.  Ver.  3.    u  Francis  directed 
the  preachers  that  whenever  they  write  to  him  to  ti- 
tle him  Bilhop";. — Reply  page  U.  "  The  conference 
advifed,  that  every  one  Ihould  ufe  his  own  choice,  and 
that  thofe  who  doubted  the  propriety  of  Reverend, 
might  give  the  fimple  name  with  the  official  charac- 
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tcr,  as  Bifhop,  Elder,  or  Deacon/*  Are  thefe  accounts 
as  near  alike  as  twelve  and  twelve  ?  Apol.  ibid. 
"  They  did  fo  :  and  this  was  the  beginning  of  our 
fpuiious  epifcopacy.**  And  why  not  of  our  "  fpu- 
rious"  elderfhip  ?  Reply  ibid.  "  To  attempt  to  give 
an  account  of  the  beginning  of  methodi ft  epifcopacy, 
which  is  fo  well  known,  in  order  to  fliow  the  fallacy 
of  Mr.  O'Kelly's  account,  would  be  to  trifle  with 
common  fenfe,  and  to  fink  the  reply  into  contempt.'* 
— Vin.  page  11."  We  both  ngrcc  that  the  title  bi- 
ihop,  was  born  at  the  laid  diilricl  conference,  and 
on  account  of  its  low.  and  untimely  birth  I  deem  it 
fpurious  epifcopacy."  Judicious  reader,  it*  you  can 
deign  to  cafl  an  eye  over -the  apolcgy  and  the  reply, 
tell  me  if  you  can  fee  any  agreement  between  Mr. 
O'Kelly  and  myfelf  about  this  matter. 

Vin.  page  11.  "  This  epifcopacy  is  the  difputed 
point,  and  the  proctor  paflcth  by  the  mountain  with- 
out notice  i"  Looking  over  the  apology  1  was  a  little 
(lartled  at  firft  view,  with  an  object  of  iomc  apparent 
magnitude,  but  on  examining  it  more  attentively  I 
found  it  was  a  little  her.p  of  Mr.  O'Kelly's  absurdi- 
ties, around  which  he  had  raifed  the  mid  of  error, 
and  the  fog  of  deception,  in  order  to  magnify  it  into 
a.  mountain.    If  the  origin  of  mcthodifl  epifcopacy 
muft  be  dated  from  the  firll  mention  of  the  name  bi- 
Ihcp,  as  a  character  of  the  fuperintcr.dents,  it  mult 
be  dated  from  the  conference  of  1784.    See  Dr. 
Cokes  fermon  upon  Mr.  Afbury's  ordination,  page  8. 
u  Our  bishops  or  superintendents  have  been  clefted 
by  our  minifters  aflembled  in .  general  conference.*' 
The  American  preachers  in  1784,  by  Mr.  "\Vefley*s 
advice  and  confent,  agreed  by  a  majority  of  votes, 
to  form  themfelvcs  into  a  feparate  body,  to  be  called 
the  methodifl.  epifcopal  church  in  America  ;  Francis 
Albury  who  had  acted  for  a  number  of  years  under 
Mr.  "VVefley,  as  a  general  afiiftant,  was  elected  "  bj 
en  'unanimous  tJote,*'  to  be  one  of  the  bishops^  or  su- 
perintendents over  the  faid  Church. 
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At  the  fame  conference,  one  Mr.  James  O'Kellyj 
ftnee  famous  as  the  author  of  adi\ifion  in  this  church, 
and  of  a  book  he  calls  an  apology,  was  ordained  ait 
elder  to  adminiftcr  the  facraments,  in  the  faid  epifco- 
pal  church.    I  hope  he  docs  not  think  I  w'ifli  to  "  c- 
vade"  tliefe  fafts  ;  if  I  had  any  defign  in  not  recur- 
ring to  them  in  the  reply,  except  their  being  inti- 
mately known  ;  it  was,  that  I- might  not  feem  to  expofe 
the  ingratitude  and  inconfiftency  of  Mr.O'Kelly  in  tra- 
ducing his  fathers  in  religion  and  the  mininiftry  ;  and 
yet  continuing  to  a£l  as  an  elder,  by  virtue  of  the 
ordination  he  obtained,'  by  the  laying  on  of  the  hands 
of  the  biihops  of  the  inctlicdifl  cpifcopal  church, 
which  he  calls  a  <c  fpurious  epifcopacy."— See  the 
minutes,  Q^2,  "  As-the  ecclefiaftical  as  well  as  civil  af- 
fairs of  thefe  United  States  have  pafled  through  a' ve- 
ry confulcrable  change  by  the  revolution,  what  plan 
of  church  government  mall  we  hereafter  purfue  I 
A.  "We  will  form  ourfelvcs  into  an  epifcopal  church 
tinder  the  direction   of  fuperintendants  (ctherwife 
ijilhops)  elders,  deacons,  and  helpers,  according  to 
the  form  of  ordination  annexed  to  our  liturgy,  and 
the  form  of  difcipline  fct  forth  in  thefe  minutes."  I 
would  afk  Mr.  O  Kelly,  What  new  powers  Mr.  Af- 
bury  or  the  fupcrintendant  obtained  by 'being  called 
bifltop  ?    What  alteration  followed  "the  origin  of" 
what  he  calls  "  fpurious  epifcopacy"  in  the  year  of  our 
Lord  1787  ?  Did  not  every  thing  remain  as  it  had 
done  from  the  year  1784,  in  all  the  connection  ?  "Se*e; 
minutes,  page  1 1  Queft.  26.    What  is  the  office  of 
a  superintcnddKt  ?  Anf.-  To  ordain  superintehdant's, 
ciders,-  and  deacons,  to  prefide  as  a  moderator  in  our 
conferences  ;  to  fix  the  appointments  of  the  preach- 
ers for  the- feveral , circuits  :  and  in  the  intervals  of 
the  conference,  to  change, 1  receive,'    or  fufpend 
preachers  as  neceflity  may  require  ;  and* to  receive, 
appeals  from- the  preachers  and  people,  arid  decide- 
them. — Vin.  page  10.  "  Buf  I  well  remember  his 
B 


(    1*  ) 


introduction  to  the  prcpofal  of  that  title,  viz.  Idif- 
like  thr.  long  latin  naai:  fuperintendant" — Perhaps 
1  may  fliow  hereafter  my  rcafons  for  doubting  Mr. 
O'Kelly's  word  in  this  in  fiance  ;  but  fuppofiiig  that 
he  did  diflike  a  "  long  lain  name"  was  that  a  crime  ? 
A  man  I  hope  is  not  to  be  blamed  for  preferring  a 
flicrt  fcriptural  Englilh  word,  to  a  long  latin  one, 
not  ufed  in  fcripture.  It  appears  froru  Dr.  Coke's 
icrmon  that  he  ufed  both  the  terms,  but  preferred 
the  latin  one,  and  the  conference  afterwards  ad vi fed 
that  any  preacher  fliould  take  his  choice.  In  regard 
to  the  word  bifliop  in -our  Englifh  bibles,  if  I  recol- 
lect right,  Dr.  Watts  in  his  logic,  conjectures,  that 
it :  is  "a  (axon  corruption  of  the  greek  word,  for  which, 
it  (lands  in  the  tranflation,  formed  by  omitting  the 
vowel  E,  and  changing  P  into  13,  a  common  cafe 
in  the  old  language:  in  faxon, perhaps,  pronounced 
hifeep,  by  abbreviating  the  greek  termination,  hence 
foftening  the  word  into  modern  Enrlilh,  bishops  over- 
leer,  or  fupcrintendant.  Now  iuppofe  that  when 
Mr.  O 'Kelly  became  the  head  of  a  party,  he  had  cal- 
led khnfelf  by  the  greek  name  prefbyter,  or  by  the 
latin  name  fenator,  and  after  two  years  difliking  the 
latin  or  greek  name,  fhould  have  propofed  to  his  fra- 
ternity to  call  him  by  the  Englifli  word  cider,  would 
it  be  proper  to  call  fuch  an  alteration,  in  a  word  or 
name,  the  beginning  of  his  M  fpurious  ecclcfiafticai 
republicanifm 

.  Vin.  page  1 1 .  "We  come  now  to  the  place  of  Mr. 
Weflcy's  cxpulfion  from  the  methodifl  epifcopal  con- 
nection. Ill  the  reply  (page  15)  the  proctor 
acknowledges  this  dreadful  act" — I  do  not  find 
anything  like  an  acknowledgement  of  '<  this  dread- 
ful act"  in  the  reply.  How  could  Mr.  O'Kclly  fay 
f o  ?  I  gave  feveral  hints  in  the  reply,  which  I  hoped 
would  have  induced  Mr.  O-Kelly  not  to  renew  this- 
fubject ;  but  in  Head  of  being  gratified,  I  find  he  has 
taken  up  about  four  pages  of  ihe  vindication  on  this 
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fubjeA.  VJsi.  page  14.  "  TItc  who^  procefs  of 
the  cafe  \i.  e.  that  is  Wcfiey's  cxirjifion)" — Nay, 
«*  Wefley's  cxpuliion"  \v;is  not  "  carried  through  the 
conference"  nor  any  where  elfe.  Mr.  Wcficy  was 
never  expelled  from  the  methodift  cpifcopa!  church*. 
The  propofal  which  was  made  by  Mr.  Afoury  a;;d  a- 
greed  to  by  the  Manikcn  town  conference,  and  the. 
procefs,  and  the  te:  inniauon  of  the  plan  cf  the  Flu- 
vanna conference,  was  trail  fin  it  ted  by  Mr.  Afbury 
to  Mr.  Wefloy,  whrn  the  war  ended,  in  the  acknow- 
ledgement of  American  independence.  Dr.  C  he 
was  difpatclv.'d  to  America  with  authority  to  tftabliJi 
an  independance,  on  the  hierarchy  of  the  church  of 
England,  by  ordaining  the  American  preachers,  ficr. 
Mr.  Afbury  would  accept  of  no  powers  from  the  Dr. 
without  the  confentand  choice. of  the  preachers,  v.Lo 
were  called  to  meet  in  conference.  Among  the  rules 
offered  by  the  Dr.  cr.e  vas  dcfigr.tdio  preserve  the 
future  union  between  the  Britifh  and  American  ir.^th- 
ouifls  :  Mr.  Aibury  objected  to  it,  in  the  form  it  was 
prnpofed,  as  unrcafen  ibie  and  highly  improper:  He 
thought  that  as  the  focietics  in  America  had  contin- 
ued tor  a  number  of  yea:  s  without  any  fuch  obligati- 
on, to  require  it  immediately -after  the  peace,  would 
be  attended  with  unhappy  political  ccnfequcnces,  a* 
it  was  a  well  known  circunsftance,  that  Mr.  Wcucy 
had  written  in  favour  of  tiic  5ricifli  miniftry  ;  but  the 
Dr.  contended  for  it,  and  Mr.  AfbuTy  agreed  to  fiib- 
niit,  if  it  met  with  the  approbation  of  the  preachers. 
The  obligation  being  laid  before  the  conference,  met 
with  oppofition;  but,  it  pa(Ted  in  the  form  in  which 
it  was  primed  in  the  minutes  ;  Seepage  2.  Que.fi.  C. 
What  can  ne  done  in  orJer  to  prcferve  the  future  u- 
nnn  cftiic  mcthcdiUs  ?  Anf.  During  the  life  of  the 
Ilev.  Mr.  Wcfiey,  we  acknowledge  ourfclvcs*  his 
fons  in  the  £ofpels  ready  in  matters  belonging  'to 
church  government  to  obey  his  commands.  And  we 
do  engage  after  his  death  to  do  every  thing  that  we 
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judge  confluent  with  the  caufc  of  religion  in  Ameri- 
ca, and  the  political  intcrefts  of  theie  States,  to 
prefcrve  and  promote  our  union  with  the  Mcthodifts 
in  Europe, V  The:  firfl  and  only  effect  of  this  obli- 
gation was.  the  nomination  of  Richard  W hatcoat  for 
a  fuperintendant.  Mr.'Wefley  cculd  net  positive!/ 
appoint  him  ;  for  notwithflanding  the  acknowledge- 
ment, the  fame  conference  made  a  rule  :  fee  min. 
page  11.  that  "  No  pcrfon  fliall  be  ordained  a  jk- 
perintendant  without  the  confentof  a  majority  of  the 
conference."  Mr.  Afuury  confented  to  receive 
Mr.  Whatcoat,  as  did  the  Chaileftcn  conference. 
At  Rough  creek  the  appointment  firfl  met  with  oppo- 
fition,  and  according  to  Mr.  OKelly  and. Dr.  Coke, 
they  were  the  principal  parties  in  the  difpute.  The 
Dr.  no  doubt  contended  for  the  rule  to  obey  Mr. 
Weflcy.  Now  what  arguments  could  Mr.  OKelly 
make  ufe  of  but  fuch  us  would  go  directly  to  re- 
nounce Mr.  Wcfley's  authority  ?  He  tells  us  indeed 
that  he  argued  againfl  the  nomination  from  a.  confid- 
eration  that  two  heads  would  make  two  bodies  ;  ait 
argument  altogether  worthy  of  Mr.  OKelly.  .A 
correct  mind  would  have  faid  three,  and  then  fact 
could  be  oppofed  to  {how  the  fallacy  of  the  propofiti- 
on.  Dr.  Coke  and  Mr.  Afbury  did  not  .make  two 
bodies.  The  Balrimore'.conference  which  was  that 
year  the  largeft  and  moft  refpectable  .in  the  connec- 
tion,'-being' fpecially  called,  and  confiding  of 411  the 
preachers  who  chofeto  attend,  was  much  more  fpirit- 
ed,  and  refulute  in  their  oppoBtiou.  Dr.  Coke  sat 
as  president  and  made  thepropofal  of  Richard  What- 
coat according  to  tylr.  Wcfley's  orders.  It  was 
a-fked  if  they  were  called  to  ratify  the  appointment 
implicitly,  or  to  vote  difcretionally,  and  axcording 
to  their  own  judgments.  'This  involved  a  very  feri- 
*us  queflion.  Dr.  Coke  infifted  upon  the  rainutc  to 
obey  Mr.  W.efley.  On  the  other  hand  it  was  avert- 
ed,'that  the  methodift  focicties  had  been  declared  a, 
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fcparate  bo*y,  that  the  conference  had  cfUbliflud  a 
rule  for  voting,  and  precluded  from  the  fupei  inter.  - 
dency  any  pcrfon  who  fliould  not  have  a  majority 
of  votes  for  that  important  ouice  ;  and  that  Isting 
cireumftanced  as  they  were,  it  would  be  attended 
with  lefs  evil  to  renounce  tlie  minutes  by  which  they 
had  agreed  to  obey  Mr.  Weflcy,  than  to  give  up  the 
right  of  voting ;  as  one  or  the  other  muft  fellow  by 
confrcpjcncr.    Tiie  vote  was  at  length  tnken  ;  r.ct 
whether  Mr.  Weflcy  fliould  he  expelled  from  tec 
methedifl  epifcopal  church,  but  whether  the  confer- 
ence ought  not  to  reject  the  agreement  to  obey  Mr. 
Wefley  in  all  matters  belonging  to  church  govern- 
ment ?  The  queflicn  was  carried,  and  the  conference 
thus  declared  that  they  would  not  implicitly  cbey 
'Mr.  Wefley  or  any  other  man  ;  the  minute  was  re- 
jected, and  as  the  conference  faw  no  want  of  a  third 
Juner  ntendent  at  the  time,  i!;cy  refufed  to  elect  one. 
Had  Mr.  Wefley  came  to  America,  the  connection 
would  have  received  hiin  with  open  arms,  and  I  fup- 
pofe  all  the  preachers,  except  cue  who  has  fuch  aa 
antipathy  ?.gaii::1  M  Erglilhmen,  human  heads,"  8r.c. 
would  have  rejoiced  in  the  opportunity  of  acknow- 
ledging thcmlcivcs.  w  dear  WcflvyV*  ions  in  the  gof- 
pcl.    How  Diiny  conferences  dots  Mr.  O-Keliy  fup- 
pofe  theic  were  in  1787  ?  It*  there  was  trcacl»c»y  in 
not  carrying  the  cafe  thiough  all  the  tonfvit  nccs, 
why  not  lay  the  bla;ne  upon  Dr.  Coke  :  *(  he  bcii;f' 
fenior."  Surely,  if  the  Dr.  could  ovtr-iule  a;:  J  have 
a  general  coriierei.c:  appointed  at  the  rccueft  cf  Tvl r. 
O Kelly  sftid  his  i'r.cr.us,  •  he  could  over-rub  and  pre- 
vent Mr.  Wedcy  from  being  expelled  in  the  way 
that  the  rpology  and  viiHiication  fav  he  wrs  ?  Bu: 
"  Dr.  Coke"  and  «  Mr.  Wcliry"  **  blamed"  Mr. 
Aibut'y,  *<s  becaufe  <<  He  had  taken  a  few  cholen 
u  men,  anJ  in  a  clandestine  nanner  expiii.-d  *Mi::. 
"  whefe  fiuname  was  Weflty,from  ihe  ffltthodiuc";*:- 
«  copai  church."    Ch    n->,  they  never  ihcugi.:  to 
B  2 
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guilty  of  fuch  conduct.  Dr.  Coke  .flamed  Mr.  Af- 
bury  tor  the  time  being  in  the  hurry,  becaui'e  he  did 
not  Air  up  a  hornets-neft.  He  thought  that  Mr.  Af- 
bury  ought  to  have  done  more  than  content  to  re- 
ceive Mr.  Whatcoat,  that  he  could  have  exerted  his 
influence  with  the  preachers  to  let  the  printed  obli- 
gation remain. 

Mr.  Afbury  was  the  only  Englifli  preacher  that 
adopted  the  American  country,  and  was  determined 
toftand  or  fall  with  the  caufe  of  independence  ;  all 
the  reft  returned,  and  one  at  leafl,  was  not  very  well 
'affected  toward  him  :  and  Mr.  Afbury's  intentions 
were  queftioned,  and  Mr.  Wefley  was  Jadvifcd  to 
keep  a  watchful  eye  over  the  great  water.  When 
the  news  went  to  England  that  the  American  preach- 
ers had  refufed  to  elect  Mr.  Whatcoat,  one  of  the 
preachers  who  had  been  upon  the  continent,  was 
not  backward  in  declaring  that  he  was  a  true  prophet, 
and  that  "  Frank  Afbury,"  fo  he  called  him,  was  at 
the  bottom  of  the  whole  bufinefs.  Dr.  Coke  upon 
his  return  to  Europe  made  matters  more  plain  ;  and 
Mr.  Wefley  wrote  to  Mr.  Afbury,  blaming  him  for 
not  rifing  up  and  declaring,  that  unlets  the  preachers 
would. continue  to  acknowledge  the  printed  obligati- 
on he  would  leave  the  continent. 

Now,  if  I  might  be  permitted  to  fhow  my  opinion, 
I  fhould  blame  Mr.  Afbury  and  the  conference  for 
ever  confenting  to_  obey  Mr.  Wefley,  in  any  mat- 
ter refpecting  church  government,  contrary  to  their 
own  judgment,  and  fhould  applaud  them  for  renoun- 
cing the  obligation,  and  indued  it  appears  to  me  that 
this  very  circumftance  will  bear  very  hard  upon  Mr. 
O'Kelly's  fincerity.  If  he  is  really  fuch  an  enemy  to 
Britifh  influence,  as  he  pretends  to  be,  why  does  he 
•endeavour  to  fix  fo  much  blame  upon  the  rejection  of 
Mr.  Wefley's' unlimited  authority  over  the  methodifl 
connection  in  America  ?  As  for  the  talk  in  the  vindi- 
cation about  the  ideal  cxpulfion,  fomc  perfons  for 
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atight  I  know,  may  think  it  witty,  and  pretty.  bur 
unhappily  it  wants  foundation  ;  it  is  like  building 
cailles,  and  houfes,  and  £cld3  in  the  air.  There 
arc  fume  apparent  H>.*hikes  upon  this  fubjeft,  which 
need  rectifying. 

Vin.  page  12.  "  Ke  exerts  himfelf  as  a  city  ftor- 
med,  we  tremble  for  his  reputation" — From  the  thir- 
ty fixth  page  of  the  vindication,  where  Mr.  O  Kelly 
quotes  ibme  words  connected  with  thefe,  it  appears 
that  he  thinks  we  epifcopai  preachers,  trembled  for 
Mr.  A  fbury's  reputation.  "No,  we  never  hditated  ; 
we  were  always^latisficd  that  the  accufation  was 
falfe  and  groundlcfs. 

Vin.  page  1 6. "  The  reader  may  obferve  tl.e  charge 
is  not  denied" — What,  the  charge  about  the  ordina- 
tion of  novices  "not  denied!"  Reply  page  1C. 
"  X'he  reader  may  be  allured  that  this  information 
is  false;  page  19.  "Mr.  OKelly  will  therefore 
have  to  bear  the  cenfuie  of  this  mifrcprefentatiort 
for  the  prefent" — Now,  I  really  thought  this  amount- 
ed to  a  denial— Vin.  page  16.  "As  for  the  date 
of  the  places,  and  number,  See.  it  is  an  inpcrtir.cnt 
evafion"— No,  It  was  not  an  evafion,  but  intended  to 
teach  Mr.  O'Kelly  that  if  he  wifhed  to  be  credited 
he  mufl  be  a  little  more  correct  and  definite — Vin. 
page  16.  "  Now  concerning  their  ordination,  I  will 
fay  what  I  know  and  can  prove.  The  bifliop  nomi- 
nates." He  Ihould  have  faid,  used  to  nomir.aiey  and 
then,  why  it  used  to  be  fo. .  Mr.  Wefley  advifed 
that  as  few  elders  fhould  be  ordained  as  would  barely 
iuffice  to  adminifter  the  ordinances.  No  rule  being  fix- 
ed by  which  they  fiiould  be  felccted,  and  no  particular 
number  determined :  therefore  Mr.  Afbury  ufed  to 
nominate,  and  the  conference  elected.  But  when,  a 
[fixed  time  of  probation  was  eftabliflied,  every  preach- 
er at  the  expiration  of  the  time,  became  eligible  to 
an  election  :  and  thus  it  is  to  this  day  without  nom- 
ination. 
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Vin. page  16*  "Then  follows  on  the  nugatory 
election"—  But  would  it  be  hugutory  ?  Mr.  0*Ktl!y*g 
pen  is  like  the  Ururh  111  feme  nqxieus  animal,  it  deiiie* 
ami  disfigures  every  fubject  wfMi  which  it  ccmci  in 
contact.  The  reply  fays,  The  bifhop  holds  no  neg- 
ative ;  it  a  Acs  where  the  auihorhy  tor  the  negative 
is  written  ;  and  whofc  election  he  ever  negatived. 
Mr.  O'Kelly  does  not  deign  to  anfwer.  Cut  fuppofc 
the  Bifhop  can  negative  an  election,  h©w  does  ihat 
prove  that  he  can  "  ordain"  without  the  election  of 
the  conference  and  the  aid  of  the  elders." 

Vin.  page  1  8.  "  I  muff;  flop  and  relieve  my  injured 
charceter.'*  JmpoiUble  I  Mr.  OKcI.y's  character  ct 
an  author  \s  gone  beyond  relief.  Vin.  page 
4*  There  is  not  one  word  of  truth,  he  fays,  in  liiy 
cciTipUint" — I  never  laid  fo,  I  never  denied  but  that 
many  words  and  even  fentences  may  be  true.  Nei- 
ther do  I  deny  Unit  44  Francis  faid,  henceforth  ye 
are  all  out  of  the  union" — But  I  do  deny,  even  ad- 
mitting he  did  fay  fo,  that  it  was  an  erpulfmn  fjom 
the  mcthodi ft  connection,  or  that  Mr.  Afbury  meant 
any  fuch  thing — u  Ye  a"re  all  out  of  the  union"— 
"Now  if  the.y  were  expelled,  it  could  not  be  by  thofe 
wcrds  as  thty  are  only  defcriptive  tf  a  fact.  He  doc* 
not  fay  I  now  expel  you  all ;  but  from  the  time  they 
all  fpoke  out  of  one  mouth)  they  were  cut  of  the  u- 
nion..'  Of  what  ?  of  the  council  to'  be  fure  ;  how 
could  they  be  in  the'  unidtt  of  the  coiincilj  when  thry 
had*  reje&cd'it — Vin.  "  What  things  did  h6fay  f 
why  does  he  hide  thofe  things  from  the  reader?" 
I  could 'not  tell  correctly  what  he  faid.  It  was  fuf- 
ficient  fur  a  reply'  to  fay  that  if  Mr.  Afbury  ever 
JjoLe  nnartvifedly  with  Lis  lips  he  did  not  juftify 
timfelf ;  the  reply  does  not  juitify  him,  nor  does  the 
compiler  of-it  juflify  him  in  fo  doing.  It  it  a  little*  ex- 
traordinary that  MrV  OkKelly-s  and  Mr.  Haggard's 
memories  ftiould  be  fe  correct  in  recollecting  Mr.  Af- 
bnry's  wcu;ds,  when  they  wifh,  to  take  an  advantage 
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•f thcnv;  ami  yet  they  are  incapable  of  remember- 
ing apaffagc  in  the  reply  long  enough  to  tranferibe 
it  correctly.  "  Not  one  word  to  be  fubftantiatcd," 
fays  Mr.  .-Haggard;  aye  fifty,  an  hundred  of  them 
it'  he  pleafes.  But  Mr.  Haggard  Lays,  He  felt  him- 
felf  as  .an  excommunicate  from  the  moment, .Sec.  I* 
it  poflible !  but  fuppoling  he  did,  it  only  proves  that- 
he.mifunderftood  the  btfliop. 

As  Mr.  O'Kclly  fiill  iniiHs  upon  the  truth  of  the 
apology,  refpecYing  his  expulficn,  and  J  ilill  .deny* 
it,  notAvithftanding  all  that  he  has  faid  in  the  vindica- 
tion, I  now  requcfl,  when  he  writes  3f-ai/i,  that  he- 
will  tell  us  where  he fpent  his  time  during  htaexclu- 
fion  ;  uvbat  presiding  elder  attended  the  quarterly 
meetings;  and  likewife  the  time  and  place  erf  his  ro- 
admiflion  into  the  copnec"Uon  of  the  mcthodift  epif- 
copal  church.  If.he  can  .give  a  correct  v/ell-fubdnn. 
tiated  account  of  thofc  things,  and  better  proof  can- 
not .be  oppofed,  it  mud  pais  for  .evidence.  1  -will 
therefore  referve  the  tcftiraony  upon  this  Tubjecl,  un- 
til he  'produces  tbis  evidence. 

Vinu  page  20.  What,  could  jbe  the  meaning1  of 
tny  circular  letter/1  I  cannot  tell,  .but  I-Juppoiethat 
Mr.'  Q'Kelly  can  tell,,  t^e  imeaning  jq£ :hts  letter  da- 
ted, after  the  •  Peterlburg  conference,  :in  which  fce 
figns  himielf  jMr.  Afbury's  ^  reeojcJled  bmtli£.rf% 

Vin?  page  ?  2 .  ** ,  With  regard  to  a  cell ege  which 
was  in  contemplation^  between  Meffrs. .  Aibury  and 
Davicsj  the  Apology'  ,(in  fubAance)  ,is  GorrccV:  the 
ULeply  c.onSrmj  Lt,  and  Mr.  Early  proves  the  tfacY\— 
Tuft  the ,  rexcrfc^yA^oU  .pa^e  is — 29.  44  Did  .not 
trao.ci*  mock  .us,  when  .he  Tent  petitions  through  all 
the  provinces,  urging  every  member,  male  andicmale* 
to  fend  him  relief..  .JEie.  tedd.  his  .preachera  .  .that  df 
they  did  not ^xerjt  themfelves  in,"  Airing  up  the. -peo- 
ple" that  Jikely  they.would;ljeax  of.  his.Wmg  in  jail. 
Then  lift  us^  and  w.ent  ftraitway  to  a  certaia-  Mr. 
Dayjci  ajicl  agreed  toraifc.  (if  tbe  Metbodifb  can 
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trll  true)  £.  3000  to  afiiQ  tiic  faid  Divies  in  erec- 
ting a  new  college."  Reply  page  21 — 22,  "  Mr> 
A/bury  was  a  liranger  to  Mr.  Davies  ;  the  G:ft  know* 
ledge  he  had  of  him  was  by  letter,  in  which  Mr.  Da«* 
visa  fignified  that  he  would  appropriate  fome  hundreds 
6f  acres  of  land  for  the  purp&fc  of  building  and  fuppor- 
ting  a  college. "  Mr.  Early  fays  "  That  refpectuti* 
the  charge, — To  my  certain  knowledge  it  was  not 
f:.% — Mr.  Afuary  agreed  to  accept  the  laiid,  upon  ccn- 
diiicH  that  a  de.'d  fliould  be  giv\n  to  truftees  then- 
non:inatcd.  New  if  I  underHand  right  the  "  fab* 
ftance"  of  the  Apology  is  an  iniinuuticn  that  Mr. 
Afbury  was, acting  the  hypocrite,  in  order  to-  get 
♦money  :  ard  the  fubftance  of  V*»e  Reply  and  Mr, 
Early's  telriniony  is,  to  fliow  the  public k  that  Mr, 
Aibury  did  nothing  mere  refpecYnig  the  offer  of  Mr* 
Davies  than  engage  te  carry  a  deed- io  the  tmftees, 
if  Mr.  Davies  choofe  to  give  them  one.  But  it 
fcems  the  reply  brings  to  Mr.  O  Kelly's  mind  Shake- 
fpears  comedy  of  ".Much  ado  abeut  nothing."  Now 
the  ^vindication  reminds  me  of  Proverbs  chap.  25, 
vcrsT  IP— .19.  Query.  Did  Mr.  O'Kelly  and  Mr. 
IJarfgard  ever  read  the  P«.eply  \ 

Via-,  page  21.  u  The  r.eiit  fubjc&  Avorthy  of  at- 
tention is  the  general  Conference  for  the  year  1792" 
— When  the  views  of  a  fubjeel  are  A-arious*,  it  is  not 
Mrange  that-  men  fliould  err ;  elpecinlly  when  they 
are  inlluenccd  by  '  their  different  intcrcfte,  and  the 
different  en«:is  they  have  to  anfwer. 

•  -Mr.  Wefley  hfed  recommended  the  Epifc'opal  form 
of  church  goverment,.  which  ad.nits  of  grades  of  of- 
fice. The  minds  of  the  preachers  and  focieties  in 
America  were  not  prepuird  to  endure  many  changes  ; 
and  indeed  "Mr.  Afoury,  bimlelf,  had  fo  much  par- 
tiality- for  old  ufagos,- and  fo  little  foref;ght.of  the 
dtiiici:l:ies  of  the  work',  which  lay  before  him,  that  he 
wa3  net  inclined  to  any  fuch  attempt.  However, 
the  practice  of  deciding  all  ouellions  in  conference 
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bv  a  majority  "of  votes  was  introduced — this  wis  .in 
important  regulation  in  the  hiftory  of  Methodifm  in 
A  ill  erica  :  the  happy  effects  of  it  were  foon  fe:t ; 
the  preachers  now  exercifed  their  fiee  fnfFrage  in 
the  government  of  the  Church,  they  were  ftimulated 
to  inform  their  minds  upon  all  queflions  that  came 
before  them  ;  they  were  led  to  a  reciprocal  commu- 
nication of  their  fcntinicnts  in  open  conference,  and 
thereby  light  and  information  were  diflufed  among 
thes;  j  they  exercifed  their  free  and  independent 
judgment  in  Noting:  and  confequently  their  dcci- 
fions  were  probably  founded  upon  better  principle?:, 
and  more  to  the  fatisfacYion  and  unity  of  the  body 
collectively.  Orderly  men  who  arc  friends  to  the 
rights  of  a  free  fuffrage,  and  who  are  not  obHinately 
fclf-willed,  will  cheerfully  yield  to  the  deciGons  of 
a  majority. 

Tiic  conference  having  (auctioned  the  epifcopsl 
mode  of  government,  c  ho  fen  the  fuperintendents, 
and  made  a  few  general  rubs  iu  addition  to  thofc 
parts  of  the  general  minutes,  which  they  adopted, 
they  iifiblvcd  their  fitting  without  making  any  rule 
for  a  fuccecding  meeting  of  the  like  nature.  The 
work  (bon  Jpread  beyond  the  expectation  of  the  mod 
ianguine.  The  focictics  became  large- and  numerous  ; 
and  a  number  of  active  and  zealous  youn>;  men  were 
found  among  them,  who  foon  dilplayed  gifts 
and  graces  adequate  for  the  work  of  the  minillry. 
Mr.  Afbury  being  looked  up  to  on  all  occafions,  was 
overburdened  with  care  and  labour.  A  ccnflitution 
naturally  tender,  began  to  fink  beneath  the  weight  of 
conltant  fatigue  and  application,  and  to  heighten  his 
difficulties,  he  difcovered  the  appearance  of  fotne  of 
the  firft  principles'  of  a  fchifm,  which  if  carried  into 
effect,  mult  divide  the  connection  and  deftrpy  the  tra- 
velling plan. 

The  work  was  very  profpercus  in  molt  of  the 
counties  fcuth  of  James's  river;  and  among.. the 
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preachers  who  became  confpicuous  in  that  revival, 
perhaps  none  attracted-  more  general  attention  thaii 
Mr.  J  awes  OKelly.  Many  circumftances  contribu- 
tcil  to  favour  his  popularity  :  Indulged  by  the  fuper- 
i  n  tend  cut,  his  (ration  was  more  permanent  than 
any  other  preacher's  ;  forward  on  all  occafions  to  af- 
ftrt  his  own  ennfequence  ;  naturally  fanguine  in  his 
temper,  and  all  glowing  with  z-ral  for  the  41  unpar- 
alleled blefTed  mcthodifm,"  he-  was  as  a  chief  among 
the  young  preachers  ;  nor  had  he  lefs  influence- over 
the  people,  whole  pafiions  were  generally  fufceptible 
and  cMpilite. 

It  was  among  this  people  that  Mr.  OKelly  labour- 
ed, ftrft  as  a  circuit  prtacher,  and  afterwards  as  a  pre- 
siding elder.  The  ibcieties  in  general  were  in  their 
firft  love,  and  fo  much  engaged  in  devotion  as  to 
have  but  little  inclination  for  criticifm.  As  there 
were  but  few  ciders,  the  prefiding  elder  was  follow- 
ed every  where  by  crouds  of  hearers.  In  many  pla- 
ces the  ordinances  could  not  be  adminiftered  for  the 
want  of  elders.  Mr.  Afbury  could  not  help  feeing 
that  Lome  thing  mull  be  done  ;  but  ha  thought  to  call 
the  preachers  from  the  extremities  of  the  connection 
to  a  '  general  conference,  would  have  been  attended 
with-  a  I  mo  ft  infuperablc  difficulties.  Many  of  the 
focietios  wouldhave  been  left  in  their  infant  Hate  for 
weeks  or  months,  without  a  preacher :  the  number 
of  local-preachers  then  being  very  fmalU. 

In  the-hurry  of  :incelTant  and  complicated  labour 
and  caFe,  Mf.  -A {bury  fixed'  upon  the  plan,  arid  recom- 
mended the-courtcil*  It  met  accordingly,  aiid-having 
proceeded  to  bufinefs*,  Mr.  O* Kelly,  vtfto  was  one  of 
the  council,'  fubraitteda  manufdript  td  obtain  content 
td-have^it  publjlhed  ;;  but*. if  difajJprovcd,  and. 
)iet«lt  fcnfiblyoffihis  occahon;'  attdbeirig  difpleafcd 
he  became  a  violent  oppofer  of  the  council. 

hings  foon  began  teiwear  a  dlfieiin/t.lfpe&1  and  i 
doming -mind  than  Mf.  A-fbtffy%  might  have 
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Teen  that  matters  were  drawing  to  a  crifii.  Mr, 
OKelly  ftill  maintained  in  a  great  me'afure  his  popu- 
larity in  his  diltrict  ;  but  frequently  incidents  tranf- 
pired,  which  ferved  to  deveiope  hidden  principles  and 
fix  the  great  outlines  of  his  character*  He  admini- 
ftered  difciplinc  with  an  high  hand,  in  almoft  every 
part  of  his  diftrict  ;  complaints  were  murmured  of  bis 
precipitate  and  violent  excommunications.  Mr.  Af- 
bury's  borders  were  continually  extending  in  every 
direction  ;  the  council  bufinefs  was  embarrafled  ;  let- 
ters began  to  be  circulated,  and  public  converfationi 
were  frequent  about  tlie'Tpirit  of*  the  times.  So  ma- 
ny circumftances' combined,  that  it  was  no  longer  a 
matter  of  doubt  what  part  Mr.  OKelly  meant  to 
act.  It  wis  eafy  to  bo  fcen  that  he  never  meant  to 
quit  Virginia*  No  alternative  would  be  'accepted 
but  a  general  conference,  under  the  aufpiccs  of  Dr. 
Coke.  Inilummatory  letters  were  difpatched  in  va- 
rious directions.  However,  when  the  general  con- 
ference met,  every  queftion  that  came  before 
them  "was  determined  by*  a  majority.  One  fair  trial 
here  fixed  the  ftrength-oT  parties.  It  was  fo  in  this- 
inftance  ;  amotion  was  made  for  an  appeal,  which 
was  loft  by  a  great  majority.  Mr.  OKelly  was 
now  convinced  that  he  had  not  the  inriuence  whick 
he  expected  in  the  general  conference.  He  foond 
that  he  could  not  carry  his  meafures  ;  the  mortifica- 
tion and  disappointment  was  too  great  for  one  fo  unac- 
cuftomed  .to  contradiction :  he  therefore  refufed  a 
fubmifiion  to  the .  deciffion  of  the  conference,  and 
withdrew  himfclf.from  the  "  union.***  Hence  it  ap- 
pears that  Hothing  would  fatisfy  him,  excepting  the 
conference  would  be  ruled  and  governed  by  him. 
He.  now*  fell  out  with  the  conference,  as  he  had 
done  before  with  the  council.  .  Now  from  this  view* 
of  the  fubjectj  one  may  obtain  a  pretty  correct  notioir 
df  the  merits  of  the  tran  faction*  of  Mr.  OKelly,  ref- 
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pecting  the  lvjhop,  the  council,  the  general  confer- 
ence, &c. 

We  have  already  fcen  that  fufficient  provifion  was 
not  made  for  the  government  of  a  growing  body. 
The  great  defect  fcems  to  have  been  in  putting  too 
much  duty  upon  the  fuperintendents.  The  ftrungtft: 
governments  are  thole  in  which  power  is  molt  pro- 
perly divMed  ;  and  placed  in  the  hands  of  thofe  who 
are  the  bell  qualified  to  adminifter  it.  Mr.  AfDury 
fcems  to  have  been"  placed  in  the  fituation  of  a  fa- 
ther over  a  number  of  men  ;  fome  of  whom  felt  none 
of  the  relative  tics  of  a  fon  ;  and  were  even  afpirhig 
at  an  independence  of  the  authority  of  the  bill  top, 
-which  he  held  by  the  fuftYage  of  the  conference. 

No  man  could  fee,  no  man  could  feel  the_difiicul- 
ties  under  which  the  connc&ion  laboured,  fo  well  as 
Mr.  Aftrnry.-  for  no  man  could  take  the  fame  view 
of  it,  and  hear  the  fame  complaints.  To  his  grief  he 
•heard  the  loudeft  complaints  from  Mr.  O'Kelly's  dif- 
trict.  .The  plan  of  the  council  which  was  adopted  to 
fave  the  connection  from  threatening  danger,  ap- 
peared defective,  and  did  not  remedy  the  cxifling  e- 
vils  ;  at  mod,  it  only  gave  temporary  relief.  No- 
thing but  a  general  conference  could  give  fatisfaction. 
Had  Mr.  O'Kelly  in  this,  aimed  at  uniting  the  preach- 
ers and  preferying  the  connection,  he  had  done  a 
good  work. 

When  Mr.  O'Kelly  infifted  upon  a  general  con- 
ference, he  infilled  upon  a  good  thing ;  but  in  an 
improper  fpirit,  and  for  wrong  ends,  as  the  fequel 
plainly  proved.  m  2Cr.  Aibury  fought  the  welfare 
of  the  travelling  connection  ;  and  wiflied-  to  do  fome- 
thing,  if  poffible,  to  unite  the  preachers  that  they 
plight  ftand  upon  rules  and  not  upon  the  pafiions  of 
men.  Mr.  OKelly  fought  his  own  will  and  glory, 
and  wanted  to  fpend  his  life  fomewbrre  not  far  from 
the  banks  of  Roiuj-oak ;  otherwifc  wJierc  hisfclf-wilL 
«r  popularity  might  direct  him. 
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The  general  conference  happily  hit  upon  themeanr 
and  the  end  both-  The  connexion  then  firft  felt  its 
real  ftrength,  and  to  their  praife  they  ufed  it  with 
great  wifdom,  firmnefs,  and  moderation.  They  de- 
termined that  no  elder  fliould  prefide  in  any  one  dif- 
tri&,  for  more  than  four  years  iuccefliveiy ;  and 
thereby,  prevented  any  future  attempt  to  fecure  a  per- 
petual prefidency  in  a  favourite  diltri&.  The  gene- 
ral conference  was  convinced,  by  painful  experience, 
that  the  bifheps  and  annual  conferencjs  were  net  able 
to  provide  ngainft  the  evils  ui. which  the  connection 
might  be  involved;  therefore  a  fucceeding  confer- 
ence was  appointed  to  meet  r.t  the  expiration  of  four 
years.  In  the  mean  time  Mr.  ()kKelly  exerted  his 
unremitted  efforts  to  divide  the  cialfes,  and  dii'affcft. 
the  preachers  in  his  eld  dinned  ;  neverthelefs,  to  kis 
great  mortification,  the  bor.ds  of  union  grew  ftrong- 
er  :  he  could  not  fucceed  agreeably  to  his  wiflic:. 
This  was  owing  partly  to  two  caufes — 1.  During' 
the  la fl  years  of  his  prefidency  he  had  ruled  as  with  a 
rod  of  iron  ;  his  opprcifive  hand  was  fevcrely  felt  ; 
and  the  people  foon  faw  th*  difference  between  hi* 
adminiftrntion,  and  that  of  his  fucceflor.  2.  When 
Mr.  O-ICelly  began  to  form  locieties,  he  courted  the 
favour  of  thoi'c  over  whom  he  had  lorded  it ;  and  e- 
ven  admitted  into  his  connection,  backdiders,  whom 
he  rtimfeif  had  .excluded  from  the-  methodift  church. 

Thefc.are  fa  els  too  glaring  to  be  denied.  .  Many 
who  had'been'S/ell  afie&ed  to  the  man,  were  forced 
to  fte-thofe  jnconfiflencies,  and  wereafloniflied,  and 
convinced  that  his  motived  were  not  pure.  ' 
•  Any.  one  who  reads  Mr.  O'Kelly's  account  of 
xnethodirm  might  conclude,  without  better  informati- 
on, that  the  "  old1' methodiih  were  a  people  delli- 
tute  of  *U  writben  rules,  and  that-through  the  influ- 
ence fiff -Jvlr  A(bury,.thVprefent  aethodifts'  are  em- 
c-arrafied  aid  fettered  with  new  rules  calculated^ 
defiroy  their  liberty;  which  conclufion  would  iBe 
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erroneous.  '  The  fact  Is,  tliofc  alterations  which  have 
taken  place,  have  tended  diredlly  to  give  greater  pri- 
vilwdges  to  the  local  pieachers  and  private  members. 
The  excellencies  ox  old  mcthodiiin,  which  Mr. 
OKtl'y  endeavoured  to  deflroy,  has  been  preferved 
by  the  general  conference:  which  we  hepe  will  be  a 
body  of  fuflicient  influence  to  continue  the  union* 
Vin.  page  29.  "  That  I  accepted  the  £.40  fala- 
ry  is  an  untruth,  to  which  the  eternal  Judge  is  wit- 
nefs "!" — But  he  did  receive  the  £.  10  he  himfelf  being 
witnefs.  Now  the  lleply  fays  it  was  not  a  prcfentf 
.and  Mr.  Daniel  Southall  fays  he  paid  the  money  a* 
Mr.  O'Kclly's  rcqucfl  as  part  of  his  quarterage. 
Was  it  generous  in  Mr.OKclly  to  receive  a  prefent, 
and  then  to  attempt  to  difgrace  his  benefactor  ? 
Ought  not  Mr.  Afbury  to  be  exonerated  from  the 
infinuatiow  of  giving  hufh  money?  ibid."  I  verily 
believe  1  was  deficient  in  my  quarterage  an  hundred 
grounds."  How  comes  this  ?  Mr.  O'Kelly  fo  deficient 
who  had  travelled  in  fo  rich  and  populourand  plen- 
tiful a  country  \  And  yet  the  bifliop,  and  "his  agent*** 
fuch  monied  men,  as  it  is  forac  where  hinted  1  If  Mr. 
OKelly  gave  account  of  all  his  gifts  and  ftared 
Quarterage  with  the  reft  of  his  brethren,  I  am  .well 
fatisfied  he  never  made  money  by  preaching  among 
the  methodifU ;  and  I  am  equally  well  fatisfied 
that  he  made  as  wuch  as  the  bifhop  or  any  ether 
preacher.  Ibid.  "  I  fpent  the  .prime  of  my  days  in 
Jabouring  for  the  falvation  of  an  unthankful  people" 
fcc.  Not  "  unthankful"  to  him,  but  he  ungrateful 
to  them.  .  Followed  by  a  weeping  people,  who  bad 
fpared  no  pains,  no  labour  to  make  him  happy,  nev-. 
erthelefs  this  unfortunate  man  tore  himfelf  away  from 
the  fondefl  embrace  :  and  even  to  this  day,'  nbtwith- 
Handing  he  has  made  fo  many  attempts .  with  unhal- 
Jowed  hands  to  break  down  the  hedges  of  the- '*  yine- 
yird"  he  once  cultivated, '  and  to  fpoil  the  tender 
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Srcpes  with  the  vines,  the  hearts  cf  the  "  people'' 
ble.?d  in  pity  for  him. 

Vin.  pa-;e  30.  4t  I  call  upon  the  mcthodifl  connec- 
tion for  any  perfon  of  character  among  them  to 
make  any  thing  again  ft  their  old  friend,  scandalous 
mean  or  wicked."  Some  of  his  beft  friends  always  fa w 
in  him  a  lamentable  decree  of  felf-will,  even  in  his 
holielt  days.  Alisl  win t  will  not  this  felf-wili  do, 
if  it  is  not  kept  under  and  fubdued  by  grace  I  The 
mcthodifl  connection,  can  make  many  tilings  appear 
againll  their  u  old  friend/*  which  have  fprungi  from 
this  latent  principle.  Mr.  OKelly  would  have  his 
way  by  fome  means  cr  other.  Like  the  fon  of  Nem- 
iki  he  always  drove  furioufly  ;  his  overdoing"  has 
ruined  himfelf ;  and  had  well  nigh  ruined  h'13  friends. 
He  carries  every  thing  to  extremes ;  whether  liberty 
or  flavery,  epiicopacy  or  rcpublicanifm,  a  "  button" 
or  a  4<  pipe" — The  methodifls  can  make  many  things 
appear  againll  their  u  old  friend,"  but  they  have  no 
need  to  do  it.  Mr.  OKelly  himfelf  has  made  it  ap- 
pear that  he  builds  the  things  he  once  deftroyed  ; 
and  deftroys  the  things  he  once  built.  It  appears 
that  he  has  blamed  Mr.  Aibury  and  the  methodift 
difcipline  about  thofc  very  things  which  he  himfelf 
did,  of  hi.«  own  will,  contrary  to  Mr,  Afbury's  mind 
and  the  true  fpirit  of  the  difcipline.  Now,  whether 
fueh  conduct  is  "  scandalous"  or  praife  worthy, 
*  mean"  or  honorable^  "  wicked"  or  righteous,  may 
be  left  with  our  readers  to  determine.  The  -amaz- 
ing contrail  of 'Mr.  OKelly's  conduct,  and  not,  as 
he  fays,  Mr.  Albury's  "  frowns"  and  "  neglects" 
and  *«  feigned  embraces^9  has  disifFe&ed  his  old 
friends.  An  ihconfiflant  man,  cannot  retain-  the 
confidence  of  the  public.  Some  who  were  well  af- 
fected toward  him,  became  difgufted  with  his  ex- 
travagancies ;  they  were  afhamed  of  a  caufe  fo  illy 
managed  ;  and  were  glad  to  embrace  the  firft  oppor- 
C  2   
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tunity  to  difToWc  a  relation  which  eventually  mutt 
•lifgrae'e  them, 

Yin.  page  30.  "  New  with  regard  to  my  faith" — 
"With  regard  to  his  faith,  I  had  the  beft  tefliinonyit 
*\vas  Unitarian  ;  nor  does  he  contradict  it.  To  inform 
our  preachers  and  focieties  and  put  them  upon  their 
guard  left  they  might  imbibe  his  faith  unawares,  was 
all  that  was  intended. 

Yin.  page  32.  "  Reader  the  reply  is  a  vindicati- 
on of  my  facV' — His  is  not  a  fact,  but  a  miftake. 
The  apology  fays,  "  No  book  or  pamphlet  dares  he 
printed  without  the  confent  of  the  bifliop" — The 
reply  fays,  quoting  the  difcipline,  "  Without 
the  confent  of  the  conference  or  of  one  of  the 
bifhops."  But  it  feems  Mr.  O'Kelly  does  not,  with 
all  his  graminar,  undcrfland  the  meaning  of  this  lit- 
tle word  or.  The  meaning  i»,  either  the  one  or  the 
tther  ;  fo  that  a  preacher  may  publifh  without Xl  the 
confent  of  the  bifhop,"  if  he  has  the  confent  of  the 
.  conference.  It  may  not  be  improper,  to  give  an  ex- 
ample of  the  changes  and  alterations  in  the  difcipline 
fo  much  complained  of. 

In  Mr.  Weflcy's  time,  all  the  books  that  were  circu- 
lated among  the  focieties  were  hisownworks,  orfuch 
as  were  recommended  by  him.  The  American  confer- 
ence was  of  the  opinion  that  it  was  proper  to  furnifh 
the  connection  with  religious  books  ;  andL  to  prevent 
immature  publications  and  erroneous  doctrines,  from 
being  circulated,  iomc  check  was  really  neceflary. 
At  nrft  this  bufmefs  was  committed  wholly  to  the 
•bifhops  ;  then  to  the  bifliops  and  conference  ;  after- 
wards to  either  the  bifhops  or  conference,'  as  quoted 
above  :  and  the  laft  general  conference  put  the  buli- 
nrfs  in  the  hands  of  the  yearly  conferences,  and  a^ook 
committee  to  be  appointed  by  the  Philadelphia  confer- 
ence. If  we  believe  Mr.  O'Kcliy,  he  has .  fallen  a 
martyr  in  defence  of  "  old  mcthodifm  j'»  yet  he  is 
always  railing  ngainft  it.    Hark  !  %i  gentle  reader," 
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if  Mr.  A  Awry  had  confentcd  that  Mr.  OlCc-lIy 
fhbuld  have  publifned  and  vended  his  crude  indigcfled 
fauT  through  the'  connection,  wc  mould  never  have 
heard  about  the  "attack  on  cWil  as  well  us  religious 
liberty." 

Vin.page  33.  "  I  repeat  it,  the  fnfficiency  of  the 
scriptural  government  is  (lady  denied  !" — When  will 
Mr.  O'Kelly  ccafc  to  inilVeprcfent  the  reply?  If  I 
had  "  flatly"  denied  the  fufHciency  of  fcripture  go- 
vernment, he  might  have  given  my  words  verbatim, 
for  the  fatisfdftion  of  his  readers,  xnftead  of  his  own 
reitiratcd  ipli  dixit — The  reply  fays,  "  It  is  in  vain  to 
argue  againfi.  human  heads,  awct  human  inftitutions, 
and  to  recommend  the  bible  only,  as  a  ftandaro  to  re- 
medy the  evil."  What  evil?  Why  the  evil  which 
would  refult  to  the  body,  "  if  every  one  fliould  think 
and  act  independant  of  his  brother,  without  any  re- 
gard to  conllitutional  connection  ;  as  they  all  have 
a  right  to  do  in  their  private  capacity."  And  the 
reaibn  afiigncd  in  the  reply  is,ubecaufe  every  man  lias 
an  equal  right  to  explain  the  bible  for  htniftlf ;  and 
without  explanation  (or  application)  it  is  a  mere  dead 
letter,  that  cannot  be  brought  into  cleft" — A  cafe 
is  then  fuppofed,  to  mow  that  the  bible  will  not  make 
ail  men  think  and  aft  alike,  refpefting  the  modes 
and  procefs  of  ad  minifterba  gy  difcipline  ;  and  that  if 
each  one  will  ftill  continue  to  think  and  aft  as  he 
has  a  right  to  doj  in  his  private  capacity,  the  body 
mu»1  be  divided,  and  confequently  deftrcyed.  In 
this  manner  I  attempted  to  prove  the  propofition,  viz. 
That  no  community  could  pofi:bly  cxift  if  men  would 
not  voluntarily  renounce  certain  letter  privileges,  in. 
•  order  to  fecure  the  enjoyment  of  greater. 

Vin.  page  34.  "  lie  thinks  that  if  the  fcriptures 
had  been  dcfigned  for  our  government,  &c." — My 
words  are,. "  Had  the  Holy  Ghofl  have  dcfigned  the 
fcriptures.  for  a  iyftem  of  difcipline,  and  government 
in  the  church,  without  the  "agency  of  human  wifdom 
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and  human  prudence,  r.ne  would  fiaye  i:riTim*d  hum- 
bly to  cunj.ciarc  ;\ut  I»r  would  have  ;c:.vn  it  eyes 
and'cir/i  and  a  voi.-jr,  that  it  mi:»hi.  ltc  unci  hear  and 
determine  all  co;-i:iJa:r.ts.  &c."  — What  i.bW&ion  can 
any  man  !r.ucto  huuiun  n.afott-,  or  human  prudence, 
in  forming  difciplhi-:  agreeable  to  their  uiKierfianding 
offcripture?  Dul  the  l.uly  Spirit  dsfijjn  Mr.  OKci- 
ly,  as  an  at-em  to  govern  the  church  ?  Did  he  dciign 
the  civil  fword  as  an  agent  to  govern  the  church  f  I 
do  not  think,  though  they  have  both  attempted  it, 
that  citl\er  oF  them  an:  agonts  l'p  fit  us  human  reafon 
or  human  prudence — Why  fiiould  the  church  be  go- 
verned by  the  agency  cf  folly  :-.nd  madnefs,  in  pre- 
ference to  reaibn  or  prudence  ?  Jiut  it  Items  Mr. 
O'Kclly  is  "  wounded  at  this  language  1"  Ke  never 
met  with  fuch  an  open  denial  of  the  fufliciency  cf  the 
divine  word  by  nunifters  before."  He  mull  therefore 
have  no  agent  at  all  to  foe,  and  kcar,  and  determine, 
all  complaints  and  difficulties  in  the  church.  Now  if 
the  divine  word  is  fo.  competent  to  govern  the  church 
without  any  agent,  why  not  to  preach  itfelf  like  wife  ? 
Is  it  not  an  equal  denial  of  the  fufneiency  of  the  di- 
vine word,  for  men  to  attempt  to  explain  it,  in  or- 
der to  preach  it  ?  or  does  the  divine  word  require 
men  to  do  thefe  things  without  rcafqn  or  prudence  ? 
I  would  aik  Mr.  OKelly,  whether  his  rules  were 
formed  without  reaibn  or  prudence  ?•  Whether  his  fo- 
cietics  tire  governed  without  reafon  or  prudence  ? 
Or  whether  they  have  no  reafon  or  prudence  in  their 
government,  rules  or  regulations  ?  Does  he  take  w  the 
divine  word"  for  his  cxclufive  rule  in  fociety  regula- 
tions and  government,  without  any  reafonable  or  pru- 
dent explanation  ?  Ah  !  there  is  the  rub — his  reafon, 
and  his  prudence,  mud  not  be  called  into  queflion, 
any  more  than  44  the  divine  word"; — He  mull  have 
his  own  comment  on  "  the  divine  word,"  -,and  it  mull 
Be  a  fofficiency  to  govern  according  to  his  explanati- 
on; whether  it  be  agreeable'  to  reafon  and  prudence  or 
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mot  \  but  every  "other  man's  reafon  and  prudence; 
that  differs  from  him,  (lands  for  nothing — Thus  he  is 
wiser  in  his  own  conceit  y  than  seven  men  that  cat 
render  a  reason. 

Vin.  page  34,  "  I  could  wifli  he  hid  told  us  ho\t 
all  thofe  denominations  came  into  the  chriftian 
world*' — How  could  . I  do  this  ?  Upon  his  plan,  I 
mud  have  lived  when  they  did  ;  been  acquainted  with 
them  ;  and  prefent  at  their  conferences,  Sec— How- 
ever, his  own  denomination  has  come  into  the  world, 
in  my  time  ;  and  it  is  pretty  well  known  how  the/ 
'came.  They  have  called  thcmfelves  republican  me- 
thodifls.  Can  Mr.  O'Kelly  tell  the  chapter  and 
▼erfe  of  fcripture  by  which  he  was  governed,  or  from 
which  they  took  this  name  I  This  denomination  hat 
had  the' difficulties  to  contend  with,  which  I  have 
fuppofed  in  the  reply  :  if  I  am  rightly  informed,  Mr. 
O'-Kelly  laid  hands  fuddenly  upon  a  certain  pcrfoa, 
whofe  conduct  was  fo  exceptionable,  that  he  after- 
ward called  him  to  an  account,  and  cited  him  to  ap- 
pear and  anlwer  to  charges,  Sec.  The  OKelly-mada 
elder,  in  return  gave  him  to  underftand,  that  he  was 
paftor  of  fuch  a  church,  and  would  not  be  amenable 
to  any  other,  except  hi3-  own  flock— both  parties 
thought,  and  afted,  and  spake,  as  they  had  a  right 
to  do,  on  Mr.  O'Kclly's  plan,  independent  of  con- 
ftitutional  connection.  The  conference  was  dii- 
graceful  to  Mr.  (OKelly.  Perhaps,  if  he  had  ufed 
a  little  human  reafon,  or  human  prudence,  he  might 
have  faved  himfclf  from  public  contempt. 

It  appears  I  am  indebted  to  Mr.  O* Kelly  two  texts 
of  fcripture :  he  may  take  Prov.  xxvi.  7,  and  Rom. 
xvi.  17,  18.  J  hope  the  reader  will  fay  1  have  paijl 
Jul*  juftly. 

This  may  not  be  an  improper  place  to  notice  once 
more  the  offenfive  pafTage  in  the  addrefi  :  Since  I 
wrote  the  fteply,  I  haye  obtained  what  I  believe  to 
be  a  pretty  correct  account  of  that  publication.  Mr. 
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OOCclly  hail  written  a  letter,  in  which  he  had  fome- 
how  aiTerted,  that  he  was  averfe  to  ail  regular  jjo- 
vernments  in  church  and  Hate,  a«  unfriendly  to  liber- 
ty. This  letter  was  known  to  the  fecretary,  who 
drafted  the  addreis  ;  and  the  fentimcnt  was  c<m finn- 
ed by  lbmc  perfons  who  had  heard  him  life  fimilar 
oaprcfiions  in  cenvcrfation.  It  was  believed  that 
the  government  of  the  United  States  was  regular ; 
and  the  general  conference  endeavoured  to  be  regu- 
lar in  the  government  of  the  mcthodift  church. 
From  the  belt  information  I  have  obtained,  the  con- 
ference had  not  the  mod  diftant  idea  of  Mr.  OKcI- 
ly's  being  oppofed  to  republican ifm,  any  more  than 
to  any  other  regular  form  of  government.  Obferve, 
I  {imply  relate  the  fact,  to  the  btft  of  my  infor- 
mation. 

Vin.  page  38.  44  Lord,  what  a  On.  fiuime  and  pi* 
ty  \  I  am  compelled  to  write  after  thjs  manner  1"— 
Woulil  it  not  have  been  more  proper  if  he  had  laid 
impelled  ?  1  can  fee  nothing  in  the  Reply  that  conv 
pelled  him  to  write  nonienfe,  to  call  it  no  worfe. 
My  words  in  the  preface,  are,  '*  Very  foon  after  the 
Apology  made  its  -appearance,  Mr.  Anbury  began  to 
collect  materials  for  a  reply  ;  but  finding  his  cha- 
racter cftablifhed,  by  the  verbal  refutation  of  Mr. 
OKelly's  inlidious  reflections,  he  helitated  about 
publilhing,"  &x. — Why  fliould  I  mention  the  names 
of  thofe  in  the  preface,  who  teftifird  verbally  again  ft 
his  reflexions  ?  The  members  of  the  conference,  in 
which  Mr.  Afbury  was  elected,  tefiificd  verbally 
againft  that  part  of  the  Apology  winch  denied  it. 
The  members  of  the  conference,  in  which  tlic  print- 
ed obligation  to  obey  Mr.  Weiley  was  renounced, 
could  teftify  that  the  accufation  againlt  Mr.  Afbury 
for  expelling  Mr.  We  (ley  was  i'alie.  The  members 
of  the  Petersburg  conference,  and  all  the  focieties  in, 
the  dilUift,  could  tcitify  vcrbaily,  that  Mr.  O'Kelly 
•was  not  expelled  by  Mr.  Aibury  in  1789.  The 
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members  of  the  conference  in  1792,  coukJ  teftify 
that  he  had  no  jufl  caufe  to  leave  tliat  aftembly  in 
the  manner  he  did,  Sec,  If  there  is  any  <c  fin,  fliutne, 
and  pity,"  in  Mr.  O-Kelly's  "  manner"  of  writing', 
it  Hctli  at  his  own  door  :  See  the  following'  letter, 
and  then  judge  how  much, credit  is  due  to  hi*  other 
four  tefti monies. 

Fairfax,  March  SOth,  1802. 

Bear  Brother, 

MY  friend  Semens  infill.;  upon  my 
giving  you  a  true  flaternent  of  what  Mr.  O'KcITy  iff 
pleafcd  to  make  ufe  of  our  names  about.- (fee  VI n. 
p.  37)  I  do  deny  that  ever  I  told  any  one  .that  Mr. 
O'Kelly  aiTcrted  a  falfchood,  in  faying  that  Mr.'Ai- 
bury  was  at  the  Manikin-town  conference  ;  but  In 
faying  Mr.  Albury  appointed  faid  conference.  This 
I  affirmed,  and  this  Mr.  Somcrs  reported;  and  after- 
wards I  explained  it  in  a  line  to  Mr.  P.  Gunnel!, 
ami  as  Mr.  O'Kelly  could  not  deny  it,  iie  numben 
Mr.  Somers  and  myfelf  among"  thole  that  retail  lies 
about  him;  as  though  being  at  a  conference  and  ap- 
pointing it  was  the  thmc  thing. 

Your*s,  Sec. 

WILLIAM  WAITERS. 

To%  N.  SnctkenK 

Vin.  page  41.  "  Now  if  religion  mai:e3  a  man. 
Co  much  more  like  the  devil,  than  he  was  by  nature, 
lie  had  better  have  none" — Doc3  Mr.  OKelly  be- 
lieve what  is  implied  in  this  part  of  his  friend  Pope's 
letter  ?  Who  ever  fuppofed  that  religion  influenced 
him  to  leave  the  methodift  connection  and  write  the 
Apology  ?  Alas,  this  wif-iom  was  not  from  above  I  If 
je  have  bitter  envying  and  strife  inyoar  htarit,  glo- 
ry net  and  lie  not  against  the  truth  ;  for  where  en- 
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*jing  and  strife  is,  there  is  confusion  and  every  e~ 
vil  work.  The  wisdom  that  is  from  above  is  first 
pure  then  peaceable,  gentle,  and  cusy.to  be  intreated. 
Vin.  page  41.  "  H;;ve  you  noticed  the  glaring  con- 
tradictious which  {land  in  the  reply  V  The  firft  con- 
tradition  which  is  attributed  to  the  reply,  is  foun- 
ded upon  my  relating  fuels,  which  I  did  not  fee  and 
hear.  Now,  if  1  had  pretended  that  I  was  prefent, 
there  might  have  been  fomething  worfe  than  a  con- 
tradiction ;  hut  what  1  aflcrted,  I  afierted'  upon  the 
tcftimony  of  living  witnefles.  I  did  not  do  ai  Mr. 
O'Kclly  has  done  ;  he  collected  from  Mr.  Hammet, 
and  then  pubiifiied  as  his  own,  wha^t  he  had  .borrow- 
ed or  ftolen.  What  he  relates  as  from  his  own  mem- 
ory, about  'Mr.  Aibury's  difliking  the  long  latin 
name  fuperintendent,  is  found  verbatim  in  Mr.  Ham- 
Inet's  Rejoinder ;  as  arc  feveral  of  the  moft  material 
points  in  the  Apology.  A  ftrong  prcfumpticn,  in  my 
opinion,  that  he  was  more  indebted  to  Mr.  Hammet, 
and  through  him  to  Mr.  Beverly  Allen,  than  to  his 
"  own  memory"— The  fecond  contradiction  does  not 
(laud  in  the  reply  ;  and  the  third  is  only  nominal  like 
the  reft.  If  Mr.  O'Kelly  had  requeued,  I  would  give 
<jp  the  names  of  the  two  young  men  ;  the  name  of 
the  author  I  did  not  .conceal,  neither  did»I-  condemn 
him  for  concealing  his.  I  faid,-  and  I  fay  ftill,  that 
if  he  aficrts  things  which,  /are  not  true,  he  hinifeif 
muft  be  anfwcrable .  to  the  public  if  he  coifceals  his 
author.  Ibid.  "  He  reprefents .  OKelly  as  a  foolifh 
lying  heretic"— I  .do  reprefent  fome  things  in  the 
apology  as  foclifh  ;  others  . as  falfe  ;  and  fome  others 
.as  fcandilous.  If  thofe  f  things  are  fo  proved,  and 
Mr.  O'Kelly  is  implicated,  it  cannot,  be  any  crime 
in  me :  He  muft  be  guilty  of  neccflity,  and  .not  by 
my'  choice — Bcfidcs,  there  arc  two  ways  in  which 
things  may  be  falfe  and  erroneous  :  The  firft,  by  de- 
fign,  and  the  fecond  through  miflake.  Now,  whoe- 
.vcr  will  examine  the  reply,  will,  I  truft,  be  cenviu- 
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eed  that  as  often  as  poffible,  I  have  endeavoured  to  put 
fuch  a  conflrucYian  upon  things,  as  to  avoid  making 
him  guilty  by  dcfign.  As  for  his  fentimems  or  faith, 
if  the  account  thereof  in  the  reply  is  true  (and  he  doex 
not  contradict  it)  I  am  forry  for  it ;  but  the  truth 
ought  not  to  be  concealed  any  longer. 

Vin.page  42.  "  He  tells  what  an  excellent  cha- 
racter the  bifhop  and  conference  gave  him,"  &c.  I 
tell  no  fuch  thing  ;  it  -was  the*  author  of  the  apology 
that  told  this,  fee  chap.  18.  vcr.  2,  4.  Mr.  Meach- 
am 's  words  are,  "  We  anfwercd  that  the  conference 
had  a  refpect  for  his  character,  and  ufefulnsfs  in  the 
church,  and  did  not  wiffi  to  prevent  his  travelling, 
if  he  was  only  bound  in  confidence" — A  fentiment 
worthy  of  a  methodift  conference,  and  which  will  do 
honor  to  their  memoirs,  while  they  fix  a  deferred  odi- 
um upon  the  character  of  him,  who  has  endeavoured 
to  bring  them  into  contempt.  Ibid.  w  He  tells  us 
they  did  not  intend  to  fet  in  judgment  upon  them- 
felves."  Where  did  I  tell  this  ?  Ibid.  « I  fay  the  truth, 
I  lie  not,  I  am  fincere,  and  to  thefe  truths,  to  the 
bed  of  my  judgment,  with  a  good  conscience,  I  do 
folemnly  affirm  with  the  holy  bible  in  my  hand,  and 
Upon  my  bended  knees,  before  the  juft  judge,  the  Lord 
of  Hofts  !"  Alas  !  to  what  puqjoie  is.  all  this  folem- 
nity  of  affirmation  ?  If  a  man  be  charged  with  falfr- 
hood  and  niifreprefentation,  and  it  ftiOuld  be  proved 
by  lawful  witnelTrs  ;  mull  ho  be  acquitted  becaufe  he 
fhould  fwear  to  his  innoc?nce  to  the  beft  of  his  "  own 
knowledge"  and  "  rcmcmberunce"  and  "judgment 
But  this  folemn  affirmation  appears  with  much  lef* 
•grace  and  credibility,  in  the  vindication,  than  it 
would  hav  done  in  the  apology.  What  dependancc 
can  be  placed  upon  Mr.  O'Kelly's  knowledge,  re- 
membcrance,  and  judgment,  by  thofe  who  have  read 
the  vindication  and  the  reply  ?  1  leave  the  reader 
to  determine.  But  I  have  fo  much  confidence  in  mr 
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own  jcajcdy  and  nay  naj,  that  I  will  not  induce  the 
public  to  doubt  them,  by  impoling  an  oath. 

Vin.  page  43.  "  Let  him  refute  my  charges  againfl 
his  conduct,  as  related  in  the  Apology"— Has  not 
that  been  done  already  ?  Ib. 44  Let  him  iubftantiate  the 
abufive  parts  of  the  Keply'' — What  parts  of  the  reply 
are  abuiive  ?  O,  the  manners  1  Mr.  OKelly  talks  a- 
bout  abufe  !  ibid  "  He  muft  ftrive  to  prove  his  E- 
pifcopacy" — Mull  he  indeed  !  He  is  in  regular  pof- 
leffion  of  it  ;  and  if  Mr.  O'Kelly  can,  let  him  dif- 
prove  it — Mr.  04KeIly  acknowledges  the  validity 
of  the  epifcopacy,  by  continuing  to  exercifc  the  min- 
ifterial  functions  which  he  received  by  the  imposition 
of  the  bilhop's ♦hands,  &c.  Mr.  A  (bury  never  claimed 
nor  exercifed  the  right,  excluTivcly,  44.  to  lcgiflate 
for  Chrift's  Church"— why  then  mould  he  prove  it  ? 
I  believe  Mr.  OKelly,  when  he  tells  us  he  will  glad- 
ly drop  his  pen.  I  have  not  a  doubt,  but  he  wilhes 
that  he  never  had  written  the  apology.  I  think  I 
fee  in  his  mighty  challenge,  his  whole  heart— O  !  if 
he  could  have  Mr.  Afbuiy  arraigned  like  a  criminal 
before  a  court  of  his  own  making,  he  would  iatiate 
his  vengeance  ta  the  full. 

Vin.  page -38.  M  Mr.  Hammet,  formerly  ametho- 
dift  miniller  gives  us  an  original  letter  of  Mr.  Wef- 
ley's,  wrote  to  his  friend  —It  appears  that  this  let- 
ter .Was  written  to  Mr.  Beverly  Allen.  This  is  the 
man,  whom  Mr.  OKelly  calls  ("  his  friend.")  What 
a  friend  !  The  reader  may  judge  how  little  depen- 
dance  is  to  be  put  upon  a  letter  written  in  anfwer  to 
erroneous  information,  received  from  fuch  a  fource  of 
fricndlhip.  The  unfufpicious  Mr.  Wefley,  not  a- 
ware  of  any  envious  or  infidious  defigns  in  his  cor- 
refpondent,  wrote  to  Mr.  Allen,  under  an  imprefli- 
on,  received  from  wrong  information.  This .  letter 
•was  given  to  Mr.  Hammet.  Mr.  OKelly  feems  to 
unite  in  this  aftoniQiing  fcheme  of  fricndlhip  :.  and 
(like  Joab's  fricndlhip  to  Abner)  ufes  this  letter  as  a 
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fpear  to  Hal)  the  character  of  Mr.  Afbury  and  the 
conference.  What  ungenerous  infmuations,  and  in- 
fidious  arts  will  men  make  ufc  of  to  gratify  their 
difapp'ointed  ambition  ?  Come  fee  my  zoal  for  the 
Lord,  faid  Jehu,  when  his  leading  motive  was  to  ef- 
fect his  own  ambitious  and.fclfifh  purpofe. 

Letter,  page  39.  "I  was  therefore  a  little  fur- 
prifed  when  I  received  fame  letters  from  Mr.  Afbury 
affirming  that  no  perfon  in  Europe  knew  how  to  di- 
rect thofe  in  America" — Admitting  Mr.  Afbury 
wrote  thus,  the  fentiment  was  correct,  as  it  related 
to  government.  Will  Mr.  O  Kelly  deny  it  ?  Or  will 
he  fay,  that  a  man  in  Europe,  three  thcufand  miles 
diflant,  is  capable  of  governing  a  people  in  America, 
.of  whom  he  could  have  no  perfonal  knowledge  ?.  Mr. 
Wefley,  tho'  a  great  and  judicious  man,  whofe  name 
and  character  we  hold  in  the  higheft  eflimation,  had 
not  correct  information  about  the  American  people  ; 
and  coniequently  in  this  point  was  led  into  a  miftake. 

I  take  it  for  granted,  that  every  well  informed  A- 
merican,  -is  fully  of  Mr.  Afbury 'a  opinion,  y'lbid. 
"  Sometime  after,  he  flatly  refuted  to  receive  Mr. 
Whatcoat  in  the  character  I  fent  him" — Mr.  Wef- 
ley was  wrongly  informed,  as  I  truft  has  been  pro- 
ved to  general  fatisfiictioiw-lbid  "  And  I  will  bear 
fid  fuperior" — That  was  well  faid  Francis  ;  in  the 
fenfe  you  ufed  it — May  you  and  all  your  colleagues 
ftand  to  thai  \.  Ibid.  "  He  quietly  fet  by  until  his 
friends  by  common  confent  voted  my  name  out  of 
the  American  minutes."  I  thought  we  were  told 
in  the  npclogy  that  he  took  a  few  chofen  men  in  a 
clandeftin;  maimer,  See.  How -will  Mr.  O'Kelly- re- 
concile his  apology  with  this  letter  ?  -  But  take  it 
which  way  he  pleafes,  could  Mr.  Afbury  negative 
the  vote  of  the  conference  ?  Mr.  O'Kelly  knows  be 
could  not. 

In  attempting  to  injure  Mr.  Afbury,  Mr.  O'Kcl- 
Jy  has  infulted  the  piety,  patriotiiro,  and  good  fenfe 
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of  all  the  methodift  connexion  in  America  ;  and 
even'  ftep  he  takrs  in-this  work  of  defamation,  will 
only  fervc  to  render  him  more  notorious  and  contempt- 
ible. I  mufl  acknowledge,  I  am  a  little  gratified 
with  the  parts  I  have  to  act..  Jz  is  flattering  to  find 
myfelf  an  advocate  for  a  caufe,  which  God  has  de- 
lighted to  honor  ;  and  of  men,  who  have  proved 
themfelves  to  be  the  friends  of  God,  of  religion,  and 
their  country. 

To  clofe  this  anfwer,  I  fliall  refer  the  reader  to 
a  fcrics  of  letters  fubjoined  ;  which  will  call  cond- 
derable  light  upon  the  principle  and  conduct  of  Mr, 
O'Kelly.  From  thofo  letters,  it  appears,  that  if  he 
could  have"  been  gratified  with  promotion,  we  fhould, 
probably,  have  heard  little  or.  nothing  fjom  him.  a- 
gainft  epifcopney,  councils,  or  the  power  of  bifhops. 
Had  the  preachers  have  given  the  power  to  him  ;  if 
the  councils  and  conferences  had  approved  and  pub-, 
liflicd  his  manufcripts  ;  if  they  would  have  approved 
and  received  his  do&rinal  notions  ;  and  joined  him 
in  his  "  wonder  at  the  ignorance  of  Mr,  Wcfley  and 
Dr.  Coke"  on  the  fubjccVof  the  Trinity,  Sec,  then, 
no  doubt,  he  would  have  been  well  plcafed.  But, 
alas  I  he  was  not  made  a  bifliop  ;  not  approved  of  as 
an  author;  could  not  fubjeft  the  whole  connection 
to  himfelf — And  fuch  a  man  as-  he,  would  not  yield 
to  bifhops,  councils,  nor  conferences.  He  muft  be 
head  or  nothing. 
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The  following'  letters  were  written  h  cm  of  the 
young  men  alhuhd  to  in  Mr.  Mead's  testimony — 
As  Mr.  Ol Kelly  has  not  demanded  his  jrasitf,  I 
think  it  not  necessary  to  mention  it  noi?. 

To  Bishop  Asbuxiy.    (No,  1.) 

Dear  Brother, 

I  HAVE  feen  the  reply  to  Mr.  0* Kelly's  a- 
pology  :  And  I  difcover  th.it  though  the  author  aim- 
ed  well,  yet  not  being  perfonally  acquainted  with 
Mr.  O'Kelly,  he  wanted  materials.  It  has  been  my 
opinion  that  his  conduct  is  a  fufiicient  refutation  of 
any  thing  he  can  fay  again  ft  you  or  tha  church  in 
general  :  however,  as  it  is  thought  proper  to  reply, 
I  am  in  poffoflion  offome  particulars  which  may  help 
to  corroborate  what  has  been  advanced. 

About  the  time  the  firft  council  was  agreed  upon,  I 
<was  riding  in  Mr.  OKelly's  diftrict.  He  not  only 
gave  his  confent  to  the  plan,  but  was  very  fond  of  it. 
He  had  been  for  fome  time  previous  to  this,  borrow- 
ing fcraps  from  different  authors,  for  three  pamphlets 
one  on  natural,  another  on  moral  philolbphy  ;  and 
a  third  on  infant  baptifm,  which  he  told  me  he  meant 
to  offer  for  publication.  The  evening  before  he  fet 
off  for  Baltimore,  in  our  conversation,  he  fpoke  much 
in  favour  of  the  council ;  and  faid  he  expected  there 
would  be  two  or  three  bifhops  ordained  :  the  propri- 
ety of  which  he  urged,  out  of  feeming  corr.pafiion  to 
you.  In  the  courfe  of  the  conversation,  I  embraced 
the  idea  that  he  expected1  to  be  one  of  the  number ; 
and  refponded  accordingly ;  If  I  was  deceived,  he 
did  not  take  the  pains  to  undeceive  me. 

The  minutes  of  the  council,  and  circular  letter 
from  Mr.  O'Keily,  came  into  the  diftrid,  before  his 
.return.    The  minutes  informed  me  he  had  confeutcd 
D-2 
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to  every  thing  ;  his  circular  letter  reprobated  every 
thing.  I  thought  it  ftrange  ;  but  when  I  faw  him,  I 
was  more  furprifed  than  ever.  The  very  worfl  word 
he  could  fay  of  the  hifliop  and  council  feemcd  to  be 
too  good— charging  you  with  deceit,  and  calling  you 
a  mere  favage,  &c.  I  afterwards  learnt  the  caufe 
of  this  fudden  change  :  the  favourite  manufcript  was 
rejected,  as  unfit  for  publication ;  and  there  was  no 
Toom  to  hope  for  a  fudden  «Icvation,  See, 

Yours,  &c. 

To  Bxskop  Asburt.    (No.  2.) 

Dear  Brother, 

On  Mr.  O'Kelly's  return  from  the  council,  alt 
Jlis  converfation  reprobated  you  and  the  members  of 
the  council-  I  mud  confefs,  I  fometimes  felt  very 
awful,  and  almofl  trembled  to  hear  fuch  grievous 
reflections.  J  could  not  then,  nor  can  I  yet,  recon- 
cile them  with  religion. 

I  obftrved  to  him,  that  I  feared  fuch  proceedings 
would  end  in  a  divifion.  He  would  inftantly  break 
out  in  bis  overbearing  language  and  manner,  and 
fay,  he  never  faw  fuclva  parcel  of  men  as  our  young 
preachers  are,  in  his  life ;  they  arc  like  children  ;  a  man 
jmiflbe  trod  upon  for  fear  of  a  divifion.  His  com- 
pany was  truly  diflrcfling  2  if  he  were  not  fighmg 
and  groaning,  he  was  venting  fonv*  bitter  reflection 
againft  you,  or  complaining  of  yottr  power.  The 
gall  was,  you  had  fent  Mr.  Ira  Ellis  to  prefidc  upon 
the  north  fide  of  James  llivefr ;  and  although  he  had 
thirteen  circuits,  flill  under  his  care,  he  could  not 
endure  it.  About  this  time  we  began  to  plead  for 
a  general  conference,  of  all  the  preachers  ;  and  refol- 
ded that  whatever  a  general  conference  might  deter- 
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*»ine  upon,  we  would  fubmit  to.  My  fears  of  a  di- 
vifion  were  confirmed,  and  I  had  rtufon  to  believe 
that  he  was  even  unwiUbg  to  wait  the  event  of  a  gen- 
eral conference. 

I  heard  him  frequently  wifli  for  the  rule  of  the 
church.  If,  laid  he,  the  preachers  would  give  mc 
the  rule,  I  would  make  the  church  more  happy  by 
feparating  the  liberty  men  from  the  flare  holders.. 
He  ftill  complained  of  the  refuial  to  print  his  pam- 
phlet. He  took  confiderable  pains  to  convince  us 
that  we  ought  to  make  fome  powerful  effort.  He 
faid  that  nothing  would  fo  cffe&ually  put -down  the 
council  (which  I  was  eager  to  fee  done)  as  for  the 
whole  diflrict  to  break  off  at  once.  Here  the  fecret 
all  came  out.  I  told  him  I  would  go  home  before  I 
would  be  concerned  in  adivifion.  One  of  the  preach- 
ers then  offered  me  a  copy  of  a  covenant  in  Mr. 
OJCelly's  own  hand  writing.  I  rcfufed  tofign  it.  and 
endeavoured  to  (how  them  the  dangerous  confequen- 
ces  of  it.  When  he  found  that  this  fchcrse  would  not 
take,  he  infilled  that  we  fhould  tell  thofc  things  to 
the  people,  and  enter  into  engagements  with  them 
never  to  receive  thofc  preachers  who  had  fubmitted 
to  the  council.  In  all  his  ways  I  could  fee  the  fpirit 
of  Abfalom. 

_  _  Yours,  Sec* 

To  Bishop  Asdujij.  ;  (No,  3.) 

Lear  Brother , 

I  LABOURED  under  much  .difficulty,  during 
the  lirft  year-»I  travelled,  about  the  doctrine  of  the 
Trinity  ;  at  length  J  refolvcd  all  my  doubts,  :by  ad* 
mitting  three  ofliccs  and  appellations.  ■  Thus  I  gave 
three  appellation*  to  God,  and  acknowledged  three 
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operations  from  Coil  ;  but  denied  the  perfonality.  I 
continued  in  this  belief,  but  never  preached  it,  un- 
til I  bad  received  my  fecoud  appointment — Hearing 
Mr,  OKcIIy  preach,  I  think  his  text  was,  He  that  is 
our  GW,  is  the  God  of  our  salvation,  S:c.  He  gave 
me  my  fcheme  of  the  Trinity  exaclly,  and  much 
plainer  than  I  could  have  expreffed  it  myfelf :  he 
pointedly  denied  the  perfonality.  I  was  much  pleaf- 
ed  to  find  his  fentisnents  and  mine  agree.  I  difclo- 
fed  my  opinion  to  him,  and  we  reciprocated  fenti- 
ments,  and  confirmed  each  other  in  our  new  faith. 
Wc  wondering  at  the  ignorance  of  Mr.  Wefiey  and 
Dr.  Coke,  in  their  fennons  upon  this  fuhjeft,  Sec. 
My  third  appointment  removed  me  out  of  Mr. 
O* Kelly's  dittricl,  into  the  bounds  of  the  Greenbrier 
conference.  Having  heard  of  my  error,  as  I  fuppofc, 
you  examined  me  and  the  other  preachers  refpedYing 
our  belief  in  the  articles  of  religion.  In  the  cou;fe 
of  this  examination.,  you  convinced,  me  of  my  error. 
The  next  day  I  had  an  opportunity  of  writing  to 
Mr.  O4 Kelly ;  and  I  gave  him  an  account  of  my  ex- 
amination. I  fuppofed  him  t»  be  quite  tranquil ;  for 
we  had  obtained  a  general  conference,  which  was  to 
take  place  in  the  cn filing  fall :  and  I  had  received 
a  letter  from  J.  Eafler,  informing  me*-  that  Mr. 
O'Kelly  and  yourfelf  had  made  up  all  difficulties 
and  differences,  at  Lanes-chapel  conference,  the  fpring 
before.  I  nov/  flattered  my  felt"  all  would  be  well, 
as  we  had  agreed  to  abide  by  the  decifion  of  the  ge- 
neral conference.  But  the  thought  of  being  brought 
to  an  account  about  an  erroneous  opinion,  in  one  of 
the  fundamental  articles  of  the  chriltian  faith,  alter- 
ed his  mind  ;  and  I  am  fully  perfuaded,  that  from 
the  time  he  received  my  letter,  his  old  determination 
to  make  a  party,  revived,  in  cafe  he  could  not  obtain 
a  majority  in  the  general  conference. 


Yours,  Etc. 
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■  To  Bishop  Asbukt.    (No.  4.) 

Dear  Brother, 

I  HEARD  no  more  from  Mr.  OKcIIy,  mail 
I  came  to  general  conference,  at  Baltimore.  I  cull- 
ed upon  him  at  his  lodgings,  anil,  to  my  great  fur- 
prife,  1  found  his  room  iu\\  of  preachers — I  was 
dcfircd  to  fit  down  and  relate  to  them  the  circum- 
ftances  of  my  examination  in  the  Greenbrier  cr.nf.r- 
ene'e.  This  luduen  and  unexpected  requcft,  an  J  the 
gloomy  appearance  of  the  meeting  alainiril  u-.y  fears. 
However,  af;cr  rtxolli cling  niyfelf  a  liulr,  I  an- 
fivered  to  the  befl-of  my  Lnowltdge.  But  how,  f;iid 
Mr.  O  Kelly,  was  it  brought  about  ?  how  did  you 
proceed?  Sec.  1  then  related,  as  near  as  I  could, 
th»:  whele  over  again.  Then,  faid  he,  you  have 
given  up  your  old  (-pinion  :  I  anfv/ered  in  the  ail:r- 
mativc.  He  replied,  And  you  belli  vc  in  three  pcr- 
fons  and  one  God.  The  converfaticn  continued, 
and  I  thought,  for  a  moment,  I  was  infulted  ;  but 
maturer  reliction  induced  me  to  believe,  that  what 
I  took  as  an  ofFcncc  was  rather  dcligned,  by  Mr. 
OKelly,  as  an  intimation  to  his  friends,  what  he 
might  ezpect  in  the  conference.  From  this  time,  I 
could  almofl  have  ventured  to  predict  in  what  man- 
ner Mr.  ©'Kelly  would  leave  the  conference,  efpe- 
cially  if  doctrines  were  confidered.  But  1  had  no 
thought  of  an  appeal  being  urged,  which  certainly 
was  his  ftrong-hold  ;  and  which,. if  he  could  have 
obtained,  would  have  fixed  him  in  his  neft.  He 
would  have  formed  his  own  diOrict  had  his  own 
preachers,  E*c.  £cc.  s  In  a  word,  he  woukf^ave  been 
at  once  on  the  very  pinnacle  of  power*  without,  the 
fear  of  control,  which,  I  believe,  his  foul  had  long 
mofl  anxioufly  wifhrd.  Indeed,  he  never  could  beat 
contradiction,  which  I  have  imputed  to  &  conflitutt- 
enal  defect,  rather  than  a  want  of  grace.    If  you 
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will  c«:mpartf  tlicfe  letters,  you  r/ill  think  as  1  do, 
rrfpc&ing  the  cnufc  why  lie  left  the  church  :it  the 
time  and  in  th?  manner  he  did.  Why  has  inch  a 
fudden  and  great  change  taken  ph»ce  ?  Why,  hut 
i'jr  four  of  hctnj*  brought  to  an  account  for  hetero- 
dox opinions  ;  to  make  a  party  ;  and  to  gain  popu- 
larity ? 

Yours,  Uc. 


THE  F.ND, 


